y Dec 2, 1916 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 61.] 93 








a 





LEGAL & GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 1856. 





THE 


PERFECTED SYSTEM 


OF 


LIF 
ASSURANCE. 


£11,000,000 
£1,390,000 











Total Funds 
income, 1915 


TRUSTEES. 
THE EARL OF HALSBURY. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice DEANE 
The Hon. Mr. Justice YOUNGER. 
RoMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P. 
CHas, P. JOHNSON, Esq., J.P. 

DIRECTORS. 

Deputy-Chairman. 

CHARLES P, JOHNSON, Eagq., J.P. 

Follett, John S., Esq., J.P. 
Frere, John W. C., Esq. 
Haldane, Sir W. 8., W.8. 
Rider, J. E. W., Esq. 
Saltwell, Wm. Henry, Esq. 
Younger, The Hon. Mr. Justice 


Chairman. 

RoMER WILLIAMS, Fsq., D.L., J.P. 
Barrington, The Hon. W. B. L. 
Chadwyck-Healey, Sir Charlies E. H., 

K.C.B., K.C 


-C.B., K.C. 
Channell, The Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur 
Deane, The Hon. Mr. Justice 
Farrer, Henry L., Esq. 

Finch, Arthur J., Esq., J.P. 


BONUS RECORD. 
36/- % per annum, compound. 
38/- % ” ” 
38/- % ” ” 
58/- % r 
38/- % ” 


1891 . 
1896 
1901 
1906 
1911 


WHOLE LIFE ASSURANCE AT MINIMUM COST UNDER 
THE SOCIETY’S PERFECTED MAXIMUM TABLE. 





ALL CLASSES OF LIFE ASSURANCE AND 
ANNUITIES GRANTED. 





Policies are granted at specially low rates 
for Non-Profit Assurances, and these are 
particularly advantageous for the purpose 
of providing Death Duties and portions 
for younger children. 

These are granted in large or small 
amounts on Reversionary Interests of all 
kinds and other approved Securities, and 
transactions will be completed with a 
minimum of delay. 


ESTATE 
DUTIES. 


LOANS. 


Heap Orrice: 10, FLEET ST., LONDON, E.C. 


a 





The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN _ 18857.) 
LONDON DECEMBER 2, 1916 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE Pap IN ADVANCE: 
£1 6s.; by Post, £1 8s.; Foreign, £1 10s. 4d. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 





*,." The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JourNAL 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 


name of the writer. 
GENERAL 


CURRBAT TOCsas ..... cccccccsee sooe 
EstaATE DUTY ON SETTLED PROPERTY 
AND THE VALUATION OF ANNUITIES 95 
WAR AND FRUSTRAT?D VOYAGFS ° 
THE POSITION OF REJECTED MEN .... 97 
REVIEWS...... eeeeeees eos 97 | 


ITLEADINGS, 


DISCOVERY OF A WILL ......cccsees 
LEGAL OFFICIALS aND THE Wak 
LaW STUDENTS JOURNAI oe 
OBITUARY $b sO neces vec cceses 
| BORNE DO ccnccece dc anecccesss 
fo eee 
WINDING-Up NOTICES ...... 
CREDITORS’ NOTICES .... 
BANKRUPTCY Noth £8 


CORRESPONDENCE 2... cccccccsce 
NEW ORDERS, & 
SOCIETIES .. 


Cases Reported this Week. 
Bruce, Marriott & Co. v. Houlder Line (Lim.) 
Ferguson v. Inland Revenue Commissioners 
O’H v. OH (otherwise O.) 
Ostick v. Ostick (King’s Proctor 
Raphael, Re. Warburg v. Raphae 
Rex v. Wheeler ee cheaca cues 
Winn, Re. Burgess v, Winn...... 


Current Topics. 


The New County Court Emergency Rules. 

WE print elsewhere a new set of County Court Kules which 
have been made under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts 
They relate to the issuing of execution against goods, and to 


In 


proceedings where a party is abroad or cannot be found. 
an application for the issue of a warrant of execution, unless 
it appears on the face of the proceedings that the matter is not 
within the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, certain pre 
scribed statements as to the position of the debtor and the 
nature of the judgment or order must be made as a condition 
for the issue of the warrant without leave; and the bailiff, if 
in fact it appears to him that leave should have been obtained, 
may make a special return to the Court and to the judgment 
creditor to that effect In cases where a debtor or other person 
is abroad or cannot be found, provision is made for substituted 
service on some other person, or by advertisement or other- 


wise. 


The Government and the South Wales Minefield. 
Joard of Trade announcement that 


WE PRINT elsewhere a 
under the Defence of the 


a new regulation has been made 
Realm (Consolidation) Act, 1914, enabling the Board of Trade 





to take possession of any mines to which the Regulation is, by 
an Order made by the Board, applied; and also an Order 
applying the Regulation to the South Wales coalfield. As we 
noticed last week, the terms of the Defence of the Realm 
(Consolidation) Act, 1914, as construed by the Court of 
Appeal, are wide enough to cover any steps the Executive 
think proper to take, provided they allege as the motive the 
public safety and the defence of the realm; but the present 
Regulation and Order constitute a somewhat startling de- 
velopment. Emergency the settlement of 
labour disputes was made by Part I. of the Munitions of 
War Act, 1915, and this applies to labour differences existing 
or apprehended ; so that in the contemplation of the Legis. 
lature the apprehended difference in the South Wales coal 


provision for 











industry would seem to be a subject for adjustment under the 
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Act Apparently, however, the crisis has ripened too rapidly 
and acutely for the statutory procedure to bi adopted. With 
the nature of that crisis it is not for us to deal. We gather 


that it is due to suspicion on the part of the men that the 


coal-owners are making extra profits out of the war, and 
the refusal of the coal-owners to allow a joint audit—on 
behalf of themselves and the men—of all accounts, both of 
costs of p duction and of prices of sale We lso gather 
Time correspondent that the crisis 
hastens the attempt at Cardiff recently to 
interfere with the right of persons who desire to end the 
war by negotiation to express These are 

which it is probable many hold, and which they are quite en- 
The forcible suppression of opinion, which, 
cannot, of 


from the article ’ the 
has been 
their view views 
titled to expres 
even in Germany, does not appear to be absolute, 
course, be admitted in this country, speci illy on such a ques 
tion Rut whatever may be the immediate cause of the crisis 
which has led the Government to take the present step, it ‘. 
one of the in the progress tow irds State 
} } 1 


} 
control of industry whi the present emergency has produced 


most significant event 


Proceedings for Staying an Action. 


Tue case of Wright v. Prescott U.D.C. (Time 
proceedings is imprope! where, 


25th ult.) 
shews that a motion to sta. 
although the defendant is confident the plaintiff has ( 

yet there i 1 substantial t f law to be arg dl The 
plaintiff had issued 

tion that certain demoli under section 39 of 
Town Plan y J of 1909 should be set 


hese orders. which purported to be made 


nter alia. a declara 


the Housing and 
aside as illegal 
by the defendant « 


variou 


uncil under their statutory powers, had 
been made it dates betwee n F< bru irVv and De ember, 
1915. all of which dates are evidently more than six months 
the writ in August of this year But the 


prior to the I eof 
whether legal or 


defendant ( idered that th: 
illegal, wer: cts done in pursuance of a statutory authority 

so as to entitle them to the benefit of the six months’ limitation 
of the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893 It seems 
doubtful whether an order or re “Se egg sy 


nature can be 


and in any event 
the existence 1 an 1, ly ’ 
act, which, while 1 ontinue pre vents the period oi 
from runn eling sure that their contention was in 


law correct lefendants moved for an ord 


m to be a continuing 


imiut ition 


el 
further proceedings and for costs as between solicitor . 
to which they would be entitled under the Public Authorities 
Protection to the 
of the act 
refused to 
pointed out t 


heir contention 


Incompetence 
The le lve, however, 


ry manner He 
jurisdiction 
of the 


! thi umn 
» the Court has ar 


nhe rent 


] 
vewatiou ‘ ] 
ial ata , jurisdi , under 


ment of claim 


to stay a Ifriv 
proceedings, : ‘ spec 
R eb. ord / to stay it atte 

has been del jurisdiction no 
exercised where ond fide contention of law i 
plaintiff. The 
the essential issu the action by a motion to stay The 


intended to be 

raised by the 
nt is not entitled to force a decision on 
object. of the sumn 
of the pro | the Court, not to prevent what is 
namely, recourse to the Courts to 


jurisdiction to stay is to prevent abuse 
the legiti 
mate use of leg “OCess 


get a decis 1. doubtful point of legal right. 


Stamp on Transfer of Trust Mortgages. 

THE CORRESPONDENCE which we print elsewhere between 
Messrs. Steep & Streep and the Inland 
Revenue usefully elucidates the question of the stamp duty on 


Commissioners for 


a transfer of a mortga 
Section 62 o 


made on the appointment of new 
the Stamp Act, 1891, provides that 
a conveyance or transfer made for effectuating the appointment 
of a new trustee is not to be charged with any higher duty than 
10s., and by section 9 of the Finance Act, 1902, this was 
extended to a conveyance or transfer made for effectuating the 
retirement of a trustee where no new trustee is appointed. We 


f 


trustees 


| bargain between the parties excluding it. 





are not aware that it has ever been disputed that section 62 
applies to a transfer which is in fact made for effectuating the 
appointment of a new trustee, notwithstanding that the trust 
is not disclosed, and this we gather is the view taken at Somerset 
House Indeed, on any other view, section 62 would have 
little application—at any rate, in the case of transfer of mort- 
gages. It is a very rare thing for a transfer of a mortgage to 
new trustees to disclose the trust, and indeed all conveyances 
and transfers dealing with trust property are, so far as possible, 
framed in such a way as to keep notice of the trusts off the 
title—a practice which has been frequently recognized by the 
Courts: see Harman v. Uxbridge, d-c., Railway Co. (24 Ch. D. 
720): Carritt v. Real, dc., Advance Uo. (42 Ch. D. 202); and 
Re Chater and Randall's Contract (60 Sortcrrors’ JOURNAL, 
144), on which we recently commented (/hid., p. 440). The 
doubt, we understand, was not whether the 10s. stamp could 
be used when the trusts were not disclosed, but whether the 
fact that it was used disclosed the trusts, and it is to this point 
that the statement from the Encyclopedia of Forms cited by 
our correspondents—the volume is dated in 1905—refers. It 
did not say that the 10s. stamp could not be used, but that 
advantage could not be taken of it; that is, for the practi al 
reason that, as matters then stood, it might disclose the trust 
The difficulty might be got over by using the 10s. stamp and 
having it adjudicated, for a subsequent purchaser would not 
then be concerned with the sufficiency of the stamp, and would 
not be put on inquiry as to why it was used: see an opinion of 
Mr. Joun Dixon's, printed in 49 Soticrtors’ JouRNAL, p. 317. 
But adjudication is troublesome, and a better way out of the 
difficulty was fcund in section 13 of the Conveyancing Act, 
1911, to which the Commissioners, it seems to us, quite appro- 
That provides that the 10s. stamp, whether 


priately refer 
he effect of disclosing the 


adjudicated or not, shall not have th 
trust, and hence the practical objection to its use has been 
removed. Thus it is the maximum stamp payable on a trans- 
fer of a mortgage made for effectuating the appointment of 
new trustees, or the retirement of a trustee without any new 
appointment, notwithstanding that the trust is not disclosed 


The Cover System and Stock Exchange Dealings. 
Possisty Lusna, J., might have decided Surman v. Over 
ford & Co. (Times, 24th ult.) on the short ground that the 
illeged Stock Exchange custom set up by the defence was one 
30 eminently calculated to promote gambling transactions that 
it would be against public policy to support it. But there is 
a wise reluctance to extend the domain of “ public policy ”’ 
and no doubt it was better to deal with the alleged custom on 
its merits. The plaintiff employed the defendants, a firm of 
toclkbrokers on the London Stock Exchange, to effect dealings 
of a speculative kind on his behalf. The admitted terms of 
the contract, made in June, 1914, before war-emergency rules 
speculative transactions, were that the brokers 
should open a ’ account in Consols up to £10,000 stock 
on a deposit of } per cent. Later on, a novation of 
this contract toox place, and the brokers accepted instead of the 
l per cent. cover a deposit of £50 cash and 150 shares in 
a certain company In July, 1914, the defendants warned the 
plaintiff that a rise in the price of Consols had exhausted his 
cover, and that he must maintain its amount or the account 
would be closed. Next day they closed the account on this 
ground, and repurchased the Consols to his disadvantage 
Hence the action Evidence was offered by the brokers to 
shew that in speculative transactions on the Stock Exchange, 
a deposit is made by the client, the ‘‘ cover ’’ or 
system by custom applies in the absence of a special 
Under this system, 
on the exhaustion of the cover, the broker can close the account. 
But Lusu, J., held cn th that no such custom exists, 
and therefore he refused to apply it to the transaction unless 
the evidence shewed, either that the client had expressly agreed 
to a ‘‘ cover’’ bargain, or understood that such was the usual 
The onus is on 
the broker to prove this, and in the present case, so the lear: ed 

Judge held, he failed to do so. 
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Goods Cast Ashore from Shipwrecked Vessels. 

Ow1nec To the stormy weather which has recently prevailed 
in the north of England several vessels have been wrecked and 
goods and merchandize of considerable value have been cast 
ashore. These goods appear in several instances to have been 
appropriated by the inhabitants without any semblance of legal 
authority The time has long passed when wreck was looked 
upon as the legitimate prey of the wrecker, but in many 
districts of the coast the people for a long time persisted in 
usurping a right of property by occupation. The Legislature 
was forced to interfere. The archaic law of wreck was super- 
seded by provisions in the Criminal Law Act, 1861, and the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, which enable local officials 
called receivers of wreck to take steps for safeguarding the 
rights of the owners of cargoes of shipwrecked vessels, and for 
securing the rights of the shipowners and merchants. Persons 
in unlawful possession of goods cast ashore may be proceeded 
against in courts of summary jurisdiction, and, in cases where 
there is evidence of a felonious intent, an indictment may be 
preferred against the offender under which he may be sentenced 
to a term of penal servitude. There is, of course, the same 
difficulty in obtaining a conviction as in ordinary cases of 
larceny of goods where the jury are invited to presume theft 
from recent and unexplained possession. And it may be that 
juries summoned from a seaside community regard the offence 
of appropriating shipwrecked goods with some indulgence. In 
any case convictions under the Acts referred to do not seem to 
be numerous, 


Estate Duty on Settled Property 
and the Valuation of Annuities. 


An esteemed correspondent in a letter which we print else- 
where, calls attention to the recent Irish decision, De Freyne 
v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (1916, 2 I. R. 456), and the 
change which it has effected in the valuation of annuities for 
the purpose of estate duty. The case is also important in 
respect of the deductions which may be made from the value 
of an estate before assessing duty. 

In 1876 the fceurth Lord De Freyne was seised in fee simple, 
subject to incumbrances amounting to £57,000, of certain 
lands in Ireland. He had five brothers and one sister, and in 
November of that year he created six annuities of varying 
amounts, £2,150 in all, in favour of his brothers and sister, 
each annuity reducible to a smaller amount on 
bankruptcy or attempted assignment; and also six reversionary 
sums in gross, £38,000 in all, as portions for the children of 
the annuitants All the deeds were voluntary. On his first 
marriage in 1877 Lord De Freyne settled the estates. The 
settlement was expressed to be subject to the above annuities 
and sums in gross, and he himself took a life interest under it. 
In 1901 a resettlement was made by Lord De Freyne and 
Artuur REGINALD, his eldest son by that marriage, afterwards 
fifth Baron, under the settlors took 
interests. In 1906 the property was sold under the Irish Land 
Purchase Acts, the residue of the purchase money, after pay- 
ment of the incumbrances for £57,000, amounting to 
£130,923 15s. Lord De Freyne died in 1913, and the fifth 
Baron, who thereupon became tenant for life in possession, 
was killed in action in May, 1915. He left no issue, and there 
being no other surviving issue of the fourth Baron’s first 
marriage, the trusts of the settlements of 1877 and 1901, prior 
to the ultimate reversion which was in favour of the fourth 
Baron and his heirs, end, and the property 
passed under his will to the present Lord De Freyne, 
the eldest son of the marriage, for life. The 
question in the case was the which the 
value of the settled the death 
of the fourth Baron, was to be ascertained. and this 
raised two points (1) Whether 
sums having priority to the settlement were to be deducted : 
and (2) on what principle the annuities were to be valued 
for the purposes of deduction 


being 


’ 


which successive iife 


came to an 


second 
method in 
which 


estates, passed on 


the annuities and gross 


The first point seems on principle to be clear enough. Where 
there are paramount charges, the value of the property 
which passes on the death of the tenant in possession is the 
residue, after deducting the amount of the charges. This is, 
apart from the special provisions of the statutes, the principal 
value of the property upon which estate duty is to be levied 
under section 1 of the Act of 1894 But that section speaks 
of the principal value ‘‘to be ascertained as hereinafter pro- 
vided,’’ and these words seem to point to such a provision as 
that in section 7 (1). Under this, ‘‘in determining the value 
of an estate for the purpose of estate duty, allowance shall 
be made for reasonable funeral expenses and for debts and 
incumbrane So far the principle that incumbrances are 
to be deducted is carried out But then follows the express 
provision that an allowance shall not be made (inter alia) ‘‘ for 
incumbrances created by a disposition made by the deceased, 
unless such incumbrances were created bond fide for full con- 
sideration in money’s worth.’’ If the section 
applies to settled property, and if these words are taken 


money or 
literally, then, in the present case, no deduction could be 
made for the annuities and gross sums, for these were incum- 
brances created by the deceased, and they were not created for 
money or money’s worth 

A somewhat similar question arose in Cowley v. Inland 
Revenue sioners (1899, A. C. 198), where a father 
and son who, under a resettlement, had a general power of 


C‘ommi 


appointment mortgaged the estate in fee simple as security 
for a loan, part of which was advanced for the benefit of 
the father and part for the benefit of the son This seems 
to be outside section zi since the ine umbrance was 
for a money consideration, and the decision of the House 
of Lords does not appear to have been influenced by it 
Section 7 (1), said Lord 
construe, and I am not satisfied that I have quite mastered 
but I do not think it applies to the present 


created 


Davey, ‘‘is not an easy one to 


the meaning of it 


case.’’ Hence it was only necessary to consider what, on 
pring iple, was the value of the property passing on the death 
of the father, hay ing regard to section 1 as further explained 
in section 2; and it was held that the property which passed 
to the son on the father’s ; 
demption This is the result which we have already said is 
the pr na facie effect of 


In the not possible to put aside in this 
way section 7, and the Irish Court had to decide how that 
li 


death was only the equity of re 


section 1]. 


present case it was 


of section 1, 
Karl Cuerry, L.C.J 
could onby be done by treating section 7 


with the general scheme 
Coulee’s Case. 


was to be ma compatible 
as expounded ir 

considered that thi ; 
as confined to unsettled property, and this view, he pointed 
out, is supported by the opening words of the sub-section, 
allpwance for funeral expenses and 
which cannot apply in the case 
The argument is not very convincing, 


which provide for an 
debts generally, 
of settled property. 
for the reference to funeral expenses 


allowances 


and debts can be treated 


as pointing only to cases to whic h it is appropriate GIBSON, 
J., in arriving at the same conclusion, relied on the fact that 
the annuities and gross sums had priority over the settlement, 
and that under the circumstances the settled property con- 
sisted only of the residue, and this was all that passed on 
the death. This equally excludes section 7, but really on the 
cround that the } j 


already rtained by 


property which passes is 
the general scheme of the Act: it is 
only the settled property—that is, the residue after deducting 
which passes on the death, and no occa- 
And this seems to be the 
it is the 
would be very 


quantum of the 
i] 


the incumbran 
sion for resort to section 7 arise 
right way of dealing with the matter. At any rate, 
just way As Cuerry, L.C.J., said at 
unjust to require the remainderman to pay estate duty upon 
these 


cannot der eP anv 


As to 


amount of tl} 


annuitie and charge from which he does not and 
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pecuniary benefit whatever 


claimed that the 
‘ slice 


second point, the Crown 
e deduction must be ascertained on the 


stated in 





basis’’: that is, as the answer to the petition, 
“that a slice of such property sufficient to produce annuities 
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payable at the date of the death of the deceased under the the first the steamship Donelly was chartered for one tim 
aforesaid six deeds must be deemed not to have passed on round; in the second case the steamship Auldmuir was ten: 
the death.’’ It should be noticed that the Commissioners | chartered for two rounds, but with an option to the charterers seve 
did not claim immediate payment of duty in respect of the | to abandon the second round on giving at least ten days’ notice the 
annuities, since to this extent no benefit passed on the death of their intention to cancel. In the case of The Donelly certain —s 
of the tenant for life. But they refused to allow any deduc- other clauses of the charter were also material; namely (1) aga 
tion in respect of the gross sums, and they intimated that claims a term that no voyage was to be undertaken which would the 
for duty would arise on cesser of the annuities. The involve risk of seizure or capture; (2) a term that, should out! 
petitioner had claimed that the annuities should be valued for | Great Eritain or any other European Power be involved in whi 
purpose of deduction, not on the “ slice basis,’’ but by actuarial | a war which affected the working of the steamer during the voy 
caleulation in the way in which life annuities are ordinarily | currency of the charter, the charterers might at their option case 
valued ’ | either cancel the charter or insure against ‘‘ war risks’’ ; and evel 
The ‘‘slice basi for the above purpose seems to be in | (3) the usual exceptions of the ‘‘ Acts of the King’s enemies’ bein 
accordance with the rule laid down by section 7 (7) of the Act | and ‘‘ Restraint of Princes.’’ It. was the presence in both min 
for the case where the interest which accrues on the death of | charters of these rights to cancel on giving notice—in the case Cou 
the deceased does not extend to the whole income of the pro- | of The Donelly on the outbreak of a war, and in the case of he Jou 
perty. The value of the benefit accruing on the death is then | Auldmuir within ten days of the expiry of the first round ol I 
‘‘the principal value of an addition to the property equal to which gave rise to the difficulties of the case and occasioned for § 
the income to which the interest extended.’’ In effect this | the differences of opinion between the Court of Appeal and the fact 
seems to mean that the property must be divided into portions | judges of first instance. and 
or slices producing the income with which it is required to deal, To understand the importance of these rights to cancel, it is the 1 
and where, on the death of a tenant for life on whose interest | necessary to state what happened. Both vessels were en case: 
an annuity is charged, it is necessary to assess the benefit | voyage when war broke out. On 10th August The Donelly was deci¢ 
arising from his death, the slice producing the annuity should | refused permission to load her cargo in a Russian port, but or 
before that date—in fact on 5th August, the day after war class 


be deducted In Re Parker-Jervis (1898, 2 Ch., pp. 655, 
656), Kexewicu, J., 
an actuarial valuation, though that case is not, perhaps, 
directly applicable to one like the present. The Irish Court, 
however, held that the view put forward by the petitioner was 
correct, and that the value of the annuities should be ascer- 
tained, as at the date of the death of the deceased, by actuarial 
calculation, subject to the provisions contained in the deeds by 
From our correspondent’s letter it 


appears to have preferred this system to 


which they were created 


| charter. 


broke out—the charterers sent a telegram cancelling the 
On Ist August, before the outbreak of war, 7'he 
Auldmuir was detained by the Russian custom authorities, and 
in fact, the charterers never sent a notice to cancel the second 
round. In each case the shipowners sued for hire under the 
terms of the charter, and in each case the first instance judge 
held that they were entitled to recover. Why, then, did 
Sankey and Baitnacue, JJ., take this view, which obviously 
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seems that this has been accepted at Somerset House as altering regards the contract as in no way terminated by subsequent In 
the practice hitherto prevailing impossibility of performance ? taken 
: The explanation is simple. It is quite true that a continuing servic 

. contract, so far as executory, is terminated by operation of law ey 

VU ar and Frustrated Voyages. if an event, not contemplated by the parties, intervenes to it is 
render performance impossible. That is established by such sory 

Since the war broke out nearly a dozen cases of importance | Jeading cases as Taylor v. Caldwell (3 B. & S. 826) and A ppleby attest 
have been decided by our Courts in which the substantive point | y, Myers (L. R. 2 C. P. 651). But in these cases the subse- and o 
is the effect on sea-contracts of a ‘‘ frustrated voyage.’’ In | quent performance was physically and absolutely impossible, of ill. 
nearly every case minor issues have complicated the problem, | and doubts would exist as to their application in the case of them 
and, apart from these minor issues, the type of charter party | mere meral impossibility, were it not for the doctrine laid down The 
has been different in the various cases. Hence it is not easy to in Geipel v. Smith (L. R. 7 Q. B. 404) and Jackson v. Union ees 
say in a new set of circumstances how precisely the Courts will | Marine Insurance Co. (L. R. 10 C. P. 125), that May. 
apply the well-known principles—those concerned with the ‘legal’ impossibility in the former case and “‘ frustration of offered 
meaning of ‘‘ Impossibility of Performance,’’ ‘‘ Restraint of the voyage’’ in the latter case have the same effect—they Augus 
Princes,’ ‘‘ Act of the King’s enemies,’’ and other legal  dissblve the contract. But in all these cases emphasis is laid ate se 
yhrases of a similar kind which govern this branch of the law. | on the fact that the actual terms of the contracts between the hte 
fow difficult it is to apply them is shewn by the way in which | parties did not ‘‘contemplate’’ or provide against the event appoit 
judges of great ability find themselves so frequently overruled | of performance becoming impossible or undesirable. If the as the 
in their interpretation by the Court of Appeal, which in its parties do contemplate such impossibility arising, and provide duly ¢ 
turn is not always upheld by the House of Lords. Two recent | a means for dealing with that situation, then the doctrine of with t 
appeals illustrate thi In Scottish Vavigation Co. (Limited) | automatic termination by subsequent impossibility ceases to aoe 
v. Souter & Co., Sankey, J., and in Re the Admiralty Ship- | apply. Hence in both the present cases it was argued that the ~~ se 






ping Uo.’s Arbitration, Baitnacue, J., have been overruled 
by the Court of Appeal (ante, p. 85) in their construction of 
what 13 almost a common form contract, the ‘‘ Baltic Round ”’ 


contracts did contemplate the event of ‘‘ impossibility,”’ and The 
provided for it in a certain way. In the case of The Donelly under 
there was a right to cancel or insure against war risks, and in Septen 
the case of The Auldmuir there was a right to cancel ten days medica 
before the second round. It was suggested that these clauses _ = 
of the charters ousted the common law rule of subsequent quent | 
impossibility, and this view commended itself to Sankey, J., a8 cease { 
well as to Baitnacne, J. They also held that the rights to it is ¢] 
cancel had not been in fact exercised as provided—in the casé been re 
of The Auldmuir not exercised at all—and therefore they held prin 
that the charterers must pay the hire. Diff 
What was the reply of the Court of Appeal? Simply that one m 
the events contemplated by the charters did not include subse Possibi 
quent impossibility of the kind which in fact happened The heen p: 
cancelling clause in the case of The Auldmuir merely meant that went t 

Baltic Round’’ the charterers had an option to convert a two-round chartet ted. 


, , : olice 
charters had been entered into by the respective plaintiffs. In into a one-round charter, provided they exercised that right ™ absente 
i 




























charter party 

There are, of course, two principal kinds of charters, time 
charters and voyage-charters. The latter at first contemplated 
only a voyage to a named port and back. But, owing to the 
changing conditions of trade on the part of tramp steamers, 
and the growing practice of inserting in the contract ‘‘ liberty 
to deviate’’ within certain limits and to visit all ports within 
these limits, the common-form voyage charter has gradually 
round ’’ charter. The ‘‘ Baltic Round’’ was, 
before the war, one of the most important of these round 
charters ; the nature of its round is sufficiently indicated by its 


become a ‘‘ 
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In each ot the above cases ainte hellum 
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time—-mtch as a 21 years’ eine of a house usually gives ‘the 
tenant an option to cancel on sufficient notice at the end of 
seven cr 14 years. It had nothing to do with ‘‘ frustration of 
the voyage ’’ by war or otherwise. Again, in The Donelly case 
—so the Court of Appeal held—the right to cancel or insure 
against war risks, on outbreak of war, clearly did not refer to 
the frustration of voyage by war. It contemplated merely an 
outbreak of war which increased the risk of the voyage and 
which could be insured against, not one which rendered the 
voyage illegal and the war risk uninsurable, as was here the 
case. Therefore ‘‘ frustration of the voyage’? was not an 
event contemplated by the terms of the contract, and, that 
being so, the established rule applies. The contract is ter 
minated by subsequent impossibility. In this connection the 
Court applied the case of Morlock v. Beal (60 Soxtcrrors’ 
JourNAL, 256; 1916, A. C. 486), in which last year the House 
of Lords held that a seaman’s contract, although providing 
for a notice of cancellation which had not been given, was in 
fact terminated without any notice when seizure of the ship 
and internment of the crew frustrated the further pursuit of 
the voyage. It will be seen, then, that these ‘‘ Baltic Round ’’ 
cases carry the rule one stage further, and help a little in 
deciding what sort of terms in a charter party are sufficient 
or insuffici lent to take it outside the ‘‘ frustrated voyage ’’ 
class of cases. 








The Position of Rejected Men. 


[ ComMUNICATED. | 





THe complexity of the enactments relating to men rejected for 
military service is such, and erroneous ideas on the subject are so 
common, that it may help practitioners to have a summary of the 
position put before them. 

In the first place, attested men (that is, men who have actually 
taken the oath and been relegated to the Reserve) are still liable for 
service, even if they have been totally rejected medically immedi 
ately after attestation, or at a subsequent examination by a Medical 
Board. These men get no legal exemption on medical grounds, and 
it is now proposed, by a recent Order signed by the Director of 
Recruiting, to call up the majority of'them. The only ground for 
attested men to get exemption on medical grounds is to apply for 
and obtain a form of discharge from the Army Reserve on account 
of ill-health. This is given on Army Form B. 2079, and brings 
them under the first schedule, paragraph 5, of the first Military 
Service Act. 

The exemptions from military service given by the Military 
Service Act of January, 1916, as extended by the No. 2 Act passed in 
May, 1916, only apply to a limited class, viz.: Those who har 
offered themselves for enlistment and been rejected since 14th 
August, 1915; that is, those who attempted to join (a) for immedi 
ate service, or (b) for their groups, but were rejected before being 
worn in. Attested men are not affected, as has already been 
mentioned. The paragraph cannot apply after 24th June, 1916 (th 
appointed date), to men whe come under the provisions of the Acts 
as these men are * cleemed as from the apy inted date to have been 
duly enlisted in His Majesty's Regular Forces for general service 
with the Colours, or in the Reserve for the period of the war, and 
to have been forthwith transferred to the Reserve’’ (section 1, sub 
section 1 of the second Act.) Thus they could not offer themselves 
for se rvic ‘e. 

There is an important proviso in section 3 (2) of the second Act 
under which, if the Army Council sent a written notice before 1st 
September, 1916, to a man previously exempted from service on 
medical grounds he ceased to be exempt. The military authorities 
sent notices (popularly known as “the pink form ”’) to almost all! 
men marked on the registers, and this notice (and not the subse 
quent passing for some category of ey service) made such men 
cease to be exemptions from the Act. By virtue of this sub-section 
it is clear that a man who had offered himself for enlistment and 
been rejected between 14th August, 1915, and 24th June, 1916, even 
if rejected again on re-examination, has no legal exemption from 
military service. 

Difficulties have arisen through conscripts having had more than 
one medical examination; the military safeguards against this 

Possibility were at first lax, and numerous persons, after having 
been passed for a category of service higher than desired by them 
went to another Medical Board, and in many cases were then re 
ited. Such a case came before Mr. Symonds at the Woolwich 

clice Court recently. and the magistrate held that the alleged 
absentee was legally exempt, and that the Army Council’s 


! 
instructions that the first examination held good, and that the 


second certificate was therefore invalid, were of no legal force. It is 
difficult to see under what section exemption was claimed. On the 
merits the decision was no doubt correct, for no Medical Board 
will, under the present circumstances, reject a man if he is in any 
way fit for any form of military service, and the decision of a Board 
that so rejects a man is presumably a better one than that of a 
Board which passes him 

It seems the correct view that, if a conscript is rejected, he does 
not thereby have any legal right to exemption, but merely remains 
in civilian occupation, as the military have no need for his services. 
This obvious point seems to have been overlooked in the recent 
Order of the Director of Recruiting which has been referred to. 

The only ground on which legal exemption can be claimed would 
seem to be this: the classification cards of a rejected man (the cards 
were not issued prior to May, 1916) have all the categories struck 
ut except “F. rejected and therefore exempted from military ser 
vice.”’ Tt, might be contended that this is “a certificate of exemp 
tion” under sec. 2, sub-sec, 2, of the principal Act “ from the pro 
vision of this Act granted by a Government Department after con 
sultation with the Army Council to men in service or employment 
f that department.’ This subsection was obviously not meant to 
apply to such cases, and it is a matter for argument whether the 
Army Council is a Government Department within the meaning of 
the Act, and whether “ the consultation with the Army Council’ is 
consequently surplusage in such a case. 

The question of legal exemption is likely to be one on which 
solicitors will have to advise frequently in the next few months, 
and a careful consideration of the position is necessary in their 
‘lients’ interests, especially as the views of many recruiting officers 
on the matter are in a somewhat confused state. 





Reviews. 
Legal Diaries. 


The Sonterrors’ Drary, 
7T3np Year or Pusriicatron. Waterlow & Sons (Limited), 

Tue Lawyer’s Companton AnD Dtary, AND LoNpoN AND PRo- 
VINcIAL Law Directory ror 1917. Edited by FE. Layman, B.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. 7Ilst ANNUAL Issuk. Stevens & Sons(Limited); 
Shaw & Sons. 

Tue Lecat Diary AND ALMANAC, 1917. 38TH YEAR or PUBLICA 
TION. Waterlow Brothers & Layton (Limited). 

Each of these well known diaries contains, us the name implies, 
space for daily memoranda and also a law list, including both 
barristers and solicitors, in town and country. In addition they 
have a great deal of miscellaneous information of service to counsel 
and solicitors in the every-day work of chambers and office. 

The Solicitors’ Diary, Almanac and Legal Directory prefixes to its 
law list alist of the Government and Public Offices and the various 
courts anil judicial officers, including the county court districts with 
the registrars’ names, the clerks of the peace and the coroners for 
England and Wales ; and amongst other useful matter there are 
practical directions for the registration of deeds, &c., at public offices ; 
information as to forms of oaths, attestation forms, &c.; the General 
Order under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act ; numerous sections 
dealing with death duties i full table of stamp duties ; and an 
alphabetical index to the principal statutes 

The Lawyer's Companion and Diary contains full information as 
to conveyancing costs ; fees and costs in the Supreme Court and in 
the county courts ; a statement of county, local government, and 
varish business to be done in each month of the year ; an alpha 
tical index to the principal statutes ; and information as to death 
duties and stamp duties 

The Legal Diary gives an alphabetical list of country solicitors 
in addition to the list arranged under their different towns, and also 
lists of the various judical and legal officers; a full guide to the law 
reports; an index to the public and general statutes ; particulars 
required i in preparing papers, forms, deeds, &e., for registration and 
passing at various public offices; notes on death duties and land 
flames” and informs: lie as to passports and naturalization. 

The above furnishes only a guide to the contents of the various 

diaries. It will be seen that they are not merely diaries, but 

contain much that the practitioner requires to have at hand for 
ready reference. Their appearance is a reminder of the flight of 
time, and that the new year is in near prospect. But we hope that 





it will be annus mirabilis in the only sense that just now matters. 


Book of the Week. 
Com panies.—Concerning the Liquidation (or Winding-up) of 
Companies. By H. Bickmore, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Buck- 
enham & Sons, Printers. 2s. 6d. 





ALMANAC AND LeGaL Directory, 1917. 
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Correspondence. 


Estate Duty and the Valuation of Annuities. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Has your attention been called to the recent Irish case of De 
Freyne (1916, 2 I. R. 456), dealing with the method of calculating 
the value of annuities charged on property as deductions for estate 
duty purposes 

My firm recently sent to Somerset House an account for payment 
of estate duty, where deduction had to be taken for an annuity 
charged on the property passing on the death. The deduction was 
calculated on what is generally known as “ the slice” basis The 
authorities now (28th November) write to say that “ the deduction to 
be allowed is the actuarial value of the annuity, and not the ‘slice, 
as previously directed 20th September) in consequence of Di 
Freyne (1916, 2 I. R. 456) 

To country practitioners who have not ready access to the Irish 
Reports, it would be a convenience if you would publish a report of 
the decision, as the authorities are evidently going to act on it 
and it will effect more or less of a revolution in practice in regard to 
the point with which it deals—one that frequently arises in practice 

Is the decision like ly to be appealed 4 

Hereford, Nov. 29 


| We are obliged to our correspondent for calling attention to the 
case. We give the substance of it in a leading article. We do not 
know as to an appeal, but in view of the alteration of practice at 
Somerset House, this seems unlikely Ep. S.J.] 


Stamp Duty on Transfer of Mortgage on 
Appointment of New Trustees. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—We send you copy of correspondence with the Inland 
Revenue Authorities relating to this matter which may be of 
interest to your readers 

The reference to section 13 of the Conveyancing Act of 1911 does 
not appear directly to affect the point in question, 

Sudbury, Suffolk, Nov. 27. STEED & STEED. 


Che following is the correspondence referred to: 
Sudbury, Suffolk, 24th October, 1 
** Sir,—We observe in Encyclopedia of Forms and Precé 
Vol. 8, at page 836, issued by Messrs, Butterworth & Co., 
with the question of stamp duty on transfers of mortgage on the appoint 
ment of new trustees, it is stated in effect that where the trust is not 
disclosed, advantage cannot be taken of stamping up to a maximum of 
10s. under section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891 We had always con 
sidered that section 62 operated to limit the maximum to 10s. where 


aents, 


ill dealing 


there was a recital in the deed that the transferees were entitled in 
equity to the amount secured on a joint account, this being sufficient 
evidence of the nature f the transaction; the section itself seems 
apparently clear on the point, and we should therefore be glad to know 
whether there is any authority for the dictum referred to above in the 
Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedent 

‘The point is obviousl importance, and we should be greatly 
obliged if you let us know he view that the Infland Revenue Authorities 
take in the matter Thanking you in anticipation, we are, Sir, your 
obedient Servant Signed) Streep & STEED 

‘* The Secretary ‘ ie, Somerset House, London, W.C.’’ 


nland Revenue, Somerset House, 
London, W.C., 25th November, 1916 


1 


Gentlemen,—With reference to your letter of the 24th ultimo, I am 
directed by the Board of Inl ind tevenue to state that the proviso to 
section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891, clearly pr 
transfer made for effectuating an appointment of a new trustee is not 
tu be charged with a higher duty than 10s 

“IT am, however, to invite your attention in this 
section 13 of the Conveyancing Act, 1911 Gentlemen, your 
vhedient Servant, , H. Moonam 

** Messrs. Steed & Steed 


ides that a conveyance or 


connection to 


[See observations under “ Current Topies.’’—Ep. S.J.] 


Mr. Benjamin William Simpson, aged eighty-three, of Westbourne 
gardens, W., and Gracechurch-street. E.C solicitor, left estate of 
gross value of £38,368. Among other legacies to employees, he left 


an annuity of £52 to an old nurse 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


FERGUSON v. INLAND REVENUE COMMISSIONERS. No. 1. 


November 24th. 


teVENUE—UNDEVELOPED Lanp Duty—BrickrizLD—EREcTION or Buitp 

INGS—ExtTent or Contiguous Area THereBy DEvELOoPED—RESERVE 

or LAND ror Future Devetopment—Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910 

(10 Ep. 7, c. 8), s. 16 (2). 

In 1896 land, ninety-three acres in area, was purchased for the pur- 
poses of a brick-making business, and a large sum of money was ex 
pended in erecting buildings and plant on part thereof, the remainder 
of the same part being worked for brick-earth until 1911. The remain- 
ing portion, forty three acres in area, was let on short terms for agri- 
cultural purposes 

Held, that although the land so let might be necessary a8 a reser 
of brick-earth for the future profitable development of the works, it 
was not developed by the erection of the buildings, or used jor any 
trade or business other than agriculture within the Finance (1909-10 
Act, 1910, «. 16 (2), and wus therefore liable to unde velope d land dut 


Appeal from a decision of Atkin, J. (reported 60 So.icrrors’ JouRNAI 
708), on a question of the liability of certain land to undeveloped land 
duty. The appellant, Ferguson, was the re¢eiver appointed by mort 
gagees of one Hills, who, about 1896, purchased some ninety-three acres 
of land near Enfield for the purpose of brick-works. On a portion of 
the land, forty-nine acres in area, he erected considerable buildings and 
plant for brick-making, at a cost of £36,000. Of this area only some 
five acres of vacant land still remained unworked for brick-earth at 
the date of the assessment. The remainder of the land was divided into 
three plots, one of which was let as arable land, and the other two 
as nursery gardens, in each case for short terms. The brick-making 
business was carried on until 1911, when Hills failed, and since that 
date the receiver had spent money in improving and renovating the 
buildings. The referee found that the five acres in hand and w 
worked would suffice for carrying on the brick-making business for 
five years, and that, in order to obtain a proper return on the capital 
expended, it would be necessary to continue the manufacture of bricks 
for thirty years; and the remaining forty-three acres of land, which 
had been let, were required as providing a reserve of brick-earth for 
that period. Atkin, J., held that these three plots of land were not 
‘“‘developed by the erection . . . of buildings for the purpose of 
any business, trade or industry other than agriculture,’ or ‘‘ otherwis« 
used bond fide for any business, trade or industry other than agricu 
ture’’ within the meaning of section 16 (2) of the Finance (1909-10 
Act, 1910, and that they were therefore subject to assessment f 
undeveloped land duty. ‘Ihe receiver appealed. 

Tar Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harvoy, M.R., having stated the facts, proceeded 
For some four or five years not a single brick had been made on th: 
land. But it was said that the views of Hills were so magnificent 
that, having spent no less than £36,000 on buildings, he required to 
keep the whole of the ninety-three acres as a reserve of brick-eartl 
and that in order to consider whether the erection of the buildings 
vas sufficient to develop the whole of the land one must have regard 
to what was in his mind But speculative intention could not b 
treated as the same thing as development. The question was what 
area of land was reasonably necessary for the enjoyment of the pro 
perty. No doubt some portion of the adjacent land was necessary 
for the conduct of the business, but not the whole of it. Not |] 

, in that Court, there had been a case dealing with china-clay works 
in Devonshire, where a line of pipes several miles long brought dow 
clay in solution to works near Ivybridge. Could it be said that thos 
works ‘‘ developed ’’ the whole tract of land on Dartmoor from which 
the clay was dug The illustration shewed the hopelessness of thi 
contention His rdship thought that, on the first part of the case, 
the views of the learned Judge below were well founded, and wert 
quite consistent with the findings of the referee and the decision in 
Inland Revenue Commissioners v. Duke of Devonshire (1914, 2 K. B 
627 It had, however, been attempted to be argued that the land 
kept in reserve is used for a business or trade within the meaning 
of the second part of the sub-section. The only reply was that th: 
land was not used at all, except for agriculture. The appeal would 
be dismissed with costs 

WarreinctTon, L..J., delivered judgment to the same effect, observi 
that there was no distinction between a dwelling-house and any othe! 
building with regard to the area of contiguous land developed by 
erection. To say it included land necessary to future profitable devel 
ment was going too far 

Scrutton, L.J., concurred.—Counse,, FE. P. Hewitt, K.C., and VW 

llen; Sir F. BE. Smith, A.-G.. and W. PB. Sheldon. Sottcrrors 
Flammond ad: Richards; Solicitor of Inland Revenue 

[Reported by H. Lsxarorp Lewis. Barrister at-l.aw.] 
BRUCE, MARRIOTT, & CO. v. HOULDER LINE (LIM.). No. 2 
30th and 3lst Oetober ; 10th November. 
SHIPPING—BrtL or LapInc—Goops ror CARRIAGE—RE-STOWAGE Of 
(;00DS AT INTERMEDIATE PoRT—DAMAGE TO GoopS—EXEMPTION AS TO 


LIABILITY FoR BREAKAGE—RIGHT OF SHIPOWNER TO RE-sTOW GENERAb 
CARGO. 
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Where.a general ship loads cargo at various ports which is intended 
to be discharged at different places, and from some reasonable cause, 
such as adjustment of weight to preserve the trim of the ship or where 
the cargo last taken on board is unsuitable for over-stowage, the ship- 
owners require to change the stowage, such changes in stowage are 
necessarily incidental to the voyage. 

Held, that the shipowners were not liable to make good damage done 
to a cylinder which had been taken out of the ship at an intermediate 
port and placed on the quay and there accidentaily broken in the opera- 
tion of re-stowing it in another part of the vessel, as the shipowners had 
not committed any breach of their contract of affreightment with the 
shippers, and were accordingly exempted by the exception in the bill 
of lading for the damage which occurred. 

Decision of Rowlatt, J., reversed. 


Appeal of the defendants from a judgment of Rowlatt, J. The plain- 
tiffs were the shippers of certain fallin on board the defendants’ 
steamer Denby Grange for conveyance from London te Buenos Ayres 
vid Newport, Mons. A large cylinder, part of this machinery, was 
accidentally injured on the quay at Newport during the course of re- 
stowage operations there. he claim was in respect of this damage. 
The learned Judge held that the defendants were not protected by the 
exceptions in the bill of lading, and gave judgment for the plaintiffs. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., in the course of a considered judgement, said 
The Denby Grange was a steamer of the Houlder Line with a dead 
weight capacity of upwards of 7,000 tons, carrying a general cargo on 
this voyage, which was commenced at Antwerp, where she loaded rail- 
way materials. At London she took on board a quantity of general 
cargo, including the plaintiffs’ machinery, which weighed 43 tons. She 
then proceeded to Newport (Mons.). There she was to take on board 
upwards of 1,750 tons of cargo, including a large quantity of railway 
materials and also a large quantity of earthenware pipes for Buenos 
Ayres, which were very brittle, required careful stowage, and should 
not be stowed with any other heavy cargo. ‘The defendants established 
that the only practicable method of stowing the ship safely, having 
regard to the nature and extent of her cargo and the ports and places 
to which it was consigned, was to take the plaintiffs’ castings out of 
No. 4 ’tween deck hold at Newport, and put them into No. 1 ’tween 
deck hold. There was also pet's sented that it was absolutely necessary 
for the safe stowage of the cargo, and for the trim of the ship, that 
the method of stowage which was adopted should be followed, and 
this could only be done by shifting the plaintiffs’ cylinders. It was a 
course only adopted from necessity, for it was a source of trouble and 
expense to the shipowners and delay to the steamer. In the present 
case the damage to the cylinder occurred while it was resting on the 
quay at Newport. Breakage, even though occasioned by the negligence 
of the shipowners’ servants, was an excepted peril, but the plaintiffs 
contended that the rule was ‘‘ once stowed always stowed,” that the 
shipowners had no right, having once stowed their goods in No. 4 
hold, to remove them to No. 1 hold, and certainly not to remove them 
from the ship and deposit them on thé quay in order to re-stow them 
in No. 1 hold, and that as the defendants were acting in breach of 
their contract of carriage when the accident occurred, they were not 
protected by the exception. The defendants did not dispute that, if 
they were acting in breach of their contract, they could not rely upon 
the protection afforded by the bill of lading; but they claimed that the 
contract of affreightment entitled them to re-stow in the manner they 
did. The question, therefore, resolved itself into this: Were the 
defendants in the circumstances entitled to remove the cylinder from 
No. 4 to No. 1 ’tween deck hold? In his lordship’s opinion they were. 
Both parties must be presumed to have contracted with reference to the 
known, ordinary, usual, well-established and very necessary course of 
business. The presumption was that the parties intended to contract 
with regard to the well-known usages of the trade. Whether necessary 
to re-stow for the safety of the ship, or to preserve a proper trim, or to 
enable the rest of the cargo to be safely and properiy stowed, a usage 
to do so was certainly reasonable. In his opinion, in the removing of 
the cylinder from No. 4 hold with a view to stowing it in No. 1 hold, 
and in the meantime temporarily depositing it on the quay, the defend- 
ants were not committing any breach of their contract of carriage, and 
accordingly were exempted for liability for the damage which occurred. 
The appeal of the defendants must succeed. 

Bankes, L.J., and A. T. Lawrence, J., concurred. Appeal allowed 
with costs.—Counsex, for the appellants, A. Roche, K.C., and Lewis 
Noad ; for the respondents, F. D. Rashianet, K.C., and Darby. Sortct- 
tors, W. A. Crump & Son; Parker, Garrett, & Co. 


[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WINN. BURGESS v. WINN. Eve, J. Ist November. 


Witt—Constrruction—Devise to ‘* Att My NEPHEWS AND NIECES, 
Inctupine C. B. anp T. B.’’—C. B. ann T. B. were NIECES OF THE 
TEsTaTor’s WireE—OTHER NEPHEWS AND NIECES oF TESTATOR’S WIFE 
Not ENTITLED. 

The mere fact that a testator has in the earlier part of his will 
attached to a legatee what is, in fact, a mis-description, does not operate 
to extend a gift to a class so as to include the person so mis-described. 
Thus the fact that a wife’s niece has been previously called ‘‘ my niece” 
by the testator will not enlarge a gift to ‘“‘ my nieces”’ so as to include 
his wife's nieces. 


By his will, dated 16th November, 1875, the testator, after giving his 


dwelling-house to his “ niece, C. B.,’’ in fee simple, and after giving 
legacies to his nephews and nieces in his will named, and giving a 
legacy of £600 to his trustees upon trust to invest and pay one moiety 
of the income to C. B. during her life, and the other half ‘‘to my 
niece, T. B., during her life,”’ and after making certain other bequests, 
gave and devised a close of land and the residue of his real estate to his 
trustees upon trust, as to the proceeds of sale of his real estate, to pay the 
income thereof to one of his nephews for life, and after his death in 
trust to pay and divide the same ‘‘ to and among all my nephews and 
nieces, including the said C. B. and T. B., in equal shares.’’ The 
testator died in May, 1876. The tenant for life died in May, 1915, and 
at the date of the death of the testator there were living twelve of the 
testator’s nephews and nieces, and eight nephews and nieces of his 
deceased wife. C. B. and T. B. were two of such nieces of the testator’s 
wife. The question now raised on this summons by the trustees of the 
will was whether, upon the true construction of the will, all the nephews 
and nieces of the testator’s deceased wife, or their representatives, were 
entitled to share equally with the nephews and nieces of the testator in 
the proceeds of sale of the close of land—in other words, did the 
inclusion of C. B. and T. B. in the residuary devise mean that all the 
nephews and nieces of the wife were to benefit, or was the effect of 
including those two to exclude the other nephews and nieces of the wife, 

Eve, J.—I will endeavour to approach the construction of the words 
‘‘my nephews and nieces’’ with no preconceived impressions. It has 
been urged on behalf of the wife's nieces and nephews that there is in 
this will such a prior use of the word niece as conclusively to shew that 
the testator did not use it in its strict sense, but in the wider sense, 
which would include a larger class. Three instances of the use in the 
earlier part of the will of the words ‘‘ my niece’ are pointed out where 
the testator referred to his wife’s niece, and two of these nieces are 
expressly included in the residuary devise to his nephews and nieces. 
On this point there are two direct authorities which have been relied 
upon—namely, Smith v. Lidiard (3 K. & J. 252) and Wells v. W ella 
(L. R. 18 Eq. 504), and the two learned Judges who decided those cases 
expressed a clear and unqualified opinion that the mere fact that a 
testator has in the earlier part of his will attached to a legatee what is, 
in fact, a mis-description, does not operate to extend a residuary gift so 
as to include the class of persons so described in the earlier part of the 
will. Neither of these two cases has been overruled by Re Jodrell, 
Jodrell v. Seale (44 Ch. D. 590; 1891, A. C. 304), and I am not going to 
be so presumptuous as to differ from the conclusions which Jessel, M.R., 
and Page-Wood, V.C., have there expressed. If those cases are to be 
overruled, it must be by some other court. I therefore hold that the 
mere fact that the testator described certain of his wife’s nieces as ‘‘ my 
nieces’ in a prior part of his will did not operate to bring all his wife’s 
nephews and nieces within the residuary devise. But, apart from the 
authorities, I think that the restduary devise itself indicates that the 
testator was apprehensive lest the expression “my nephews and 
nieces’ should have such a meaning attached to it as would exclude the 
two named nieces of his wife, and therefore he expressly included them. 
I therefore hold that only the nephews and nieces of the testator took 
under the devise in question.—CounseL, J. M. Stone, for Gilbert Hurat, 
serving with His Majestv’s Forces; Brydges; Owen Thompson, 
Soricrrors, Willis 4d Willis, for Edward Fryer & Webb, West 
Hartlepool; J. FE. Anthony. 

[Reported by S. E. Writtams, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


Re RAPHAEL. WARBURG v. RAPHAEL. Neville, J. 3rd Novem! er. 
Pracrice—ALten Enemy Restpvary LecaTer—D&aTH—REPRESENTATION 
Orper—Pvsiic Trustkr—R.S.C., Orn. 16, Rr. 46. 

Where on a summons to construe a will a question was raised as to 
who was entitled to the residue, and it was sought to appoint some 
one ta represent the estate of a deceased alien enemy claimant, who 
might have been entitled, and the Public Trustee had refused to be 
80 appointed, on the ground that he had no power to act in such 
capacity, the Court, applying ord. 16, r’ 46, appointed the first 
defendant’on the summons to represent the estate of the deceased alien 
enemy, who had died in 1915, leaving a will, of which no probate had 
been granted in England. 

This was an originating summons by the trustees of the will of a 
testator, who died in 1863, raising the question (inter alia) of whether 
upon the true construction of the will, and in the events which had 
happened, the testator’s brother, Maximilian Raphael, who was an alien 
enemy residing at Breslau, in Germany, and had died there in February 
last year, took any share in the residuary estate of the testator, 
which was considerable. Maximilian Raphael had predeceased the 
testator’s widow, and left no issue. He made a will, in which he 
appointed his adopted daughter, who was a German, resident in Ger- 
many, his sole universal legatee. Neither probate nor administration 
had been granted in England in respect of his will or estate. The 
summons asked first that the first defendant, who was the remaining 
trustee of the will and took no beneficial interest under it, might be 
appointed to represent the estate of Maximilian Raphael. Counsel for 
the plaintiffs referred to the cases of Re Schiff (1915, P. 86) and Re 
Grundt (1915, P. 126) as shewing that where a person entitled to the 
assets of a deceased person was an alien enemy, the practice was to 
appoint the Public Trustee as custodian to take the grant of administra- 
tion. The Public Trustee would not consent to be appointed to 
represent the estate of Maximilian Raphael for the purposes of this 
summons, on the ground that he had no power to act in that capacity. 





Counsel svhmitted that ord. 16, r. 46, enabled the Court to appoint. 
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Nevitie, J., appointed the first defendant to represent the estate of 
Maximilian Raphael, and the summons was proceeded with, and it 
was ultimately 
Raphael took no interest 
J'opham. Bo icrrors, 
Sons; Savory, Pryor 


CounseL, Owen Thompson; Meyrick Bee bee, 
Travera- Smith, Braithwaite & Co.; Broad & 


d& Co. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-et-Lew.) 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
O'H. (OTHERWISE 0). 


NULLITY 


O’H : 


Divorce 


Shearman, J. 8th November. 


STATEMENTS TO THIRD PARTY OF 


EVIDENCE 


ADMISSIBILITY 


euit has made a 


or her marital relations, that party may 


to the 
hia 


communicated the fact of hia or her spouse's 


Where one of the parti 
subjec 
person the uh 
be asked whether he 
objection ‘o marital interc 
This 
ground 
denied 


also prayed for a 


on t of 


oT 


OurTae 


vas a petition by a husband for 
of the alleged impotence of the wife 

the ged impotence a 
of nullity of 
in the course of 


nullity of marriage on the 
Ihe wife by her answer 
gainst the husband, and 
The facts of the 
the examination-in-chief 
the question arose whether the petitioner could give 
he had told his doctor on the subject of marital 
wife. Counsel for the petitioner submitted that 


test of the sincerity of the 


alle 
declaration 
but 


allegation, and 
marriage. 
were of no interest 
of the petitioner 
evidence 
intercourse w 


the ev as admissib 

and said that the practice in the Court had always been to admit state 
ments of that kind. He cited Berry v 

78 L. T. 688 Counsel 


cited #. v Lillyman 


SHEARMAN, J., 


case 


vhat 


his 


as to 
th 
idence w 


as a 


for the respondent made no objection, and 
1896, 2 Q. B. 167 
that there was no rule of 
would make the statement admissible evidence. 
ever, this question to be put to the petitioner : 
to D1 with regard to your wife’s objection to marital intercourse? ”’ 
Counset, J. (. Priestley, K.C., and W. O. Willis, for petitioner ; 
Marshall-Hall, K.C., and . Moore, for respondent. Soricrrors, Ford, 
Lhoyd, Bartlett, & Michelmore, for petitioner; Upperton & Co., for 
respondent 


said common law which 


He would, how 
ite Did you speak 


as 


allow 


r nhed (. G. Tatsot-Ponsoxsy. B 


OSTICK v. OSTICK (KING'S PROCTOR SHEWING CAUSE). 


25th October. 


irrister-at-Law 


Shearman, J. 
Divorce—INTERVENTION BY KING’s PROCTOR 
or ApuLTery—PRaver FoR EXERCISE OF 
P roor— PROCEDURE 
Where the King’ 
and the petitioner has adm 
proof ws the petitioner to 
excuse fe hie (or her 


exerciaing its dis 


ADMISSION BY PETITIONER 
DIsCRETION SURDEN OF 


Proctor has intervened to set aside a decree nisi, 
tted the adultery charged, the of 
satisfy the Court that there ia such sufficient 
wlultery that the Court would be justified in 
in favour of the quilty pe titioner. 


hurde n 
n 
vr 


retion 


Che petitioner, E. O 


had obtained a decree nisi on 5th July, 1915, for 
the dissolution of her 


marriage with W. O., on the grounds of his 
desertion and adultery rhe King’s Proctor intervened, and filed his 
plea in January, 1916, alleging (1) that divers material facts had 
been brought to the f the Court; (2) that the petitioner had 
lived adultery with one, FE. H. M it an address in Grimsby in 
September and October, 1904; (3) that the petitioner had lived in 
adultery with the said E. H. M. at two addresses in Hull from 1904 to 
1911. The petitioner, by her answer, admitted the adultery, but alleged 
that it began in 1905, and not in 1904, as alleged, and pleaded that she 
was unaware that she was under any obligation to disclose her adultery 
to the Court; 1 ‘ 
conduced to her adultery. She further alleged that a respectable man 
was willing to marry her if the Court exercised its discretion in her 
favour, as prayed. The King’s Proctor, by his reply, did not admit 


1 1 
KnOW IE dge ‘ 


in 


that the respondent had been guilty of cruelty, desertion, or conduct | 
Counsel having opened the case | 


conducing to the petitioner’s adultery. 
for the King’s Proctor, 


J., 


in 


S HEARMAN 
stated that future, where there substantial admission of 
adultery by the petitioner, and therefore concealment from the Court 


was a 


of a material fact, and the petitioner alleged that there was an excuse | 


for the adultery, and prayed for the exercise of the Court’s discretion, 
then he thought that the petitioner ought to be heard first. 

The petitioner then gave her evidence, and after evidence on behalf of 
the King’s Proctor had been heard, the Court rescinded the decree nist, 
dismissed the petition, and condemned the petitioner in the costs of the 
King’s Proctor.—Counset, W. FE. Hume-Williams, K C., and @. G. 
Talbot-Ponsonby, for the King’s Proctor: W. H. Ow: n, for the peti- 
tioner Sot TTORS King's Pros tor; Walmsley ds Stansbury. 


C. G. Tatsor-Ponsoner, Barrister-at-Law.] 


held. on the construction of the will, that Maximilian | 


statement to another | 


witness, | 


Berry and Carpe nter (1898, 


not | 


and also that her husband’s cruelty and desertion had | 


said that he would like to settle the practice, and | 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 


| REX v. WHEELER. 


CriminAL Law—Prrivry—Evipence By DereNDANT LN MITIGATION OF 
SENTENCE AFTER Puiea or Guitty—CerrmminaL Evipence Act, 1898 
(61 & 62 Vicr. c. 36), ss. 1 anp 2—Persury Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, 
e oO, 6. L 


Evidence given in mitigation of sentence after a plea of guilty by the 


23rd October. 


defendant is evidence given by a 
of the Uriminal Evidence 


* competent witness’ within section 1 
Act, 1898, and is therefore evidence by a 
within section 1 (1) of the Perjury Act, 1911. 
within th. 


wilnesrs lawfully sworn 


which 





It is also evidence 
laat-named section. 


is ‘‘ material to the proceeding ”’ 


This was an appeal against conviction for perjury. The appellant in 
February, 1916, appeared before the justices on a charge under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, of having sold milk which was de- 
ficient in fat. He was represented by a solicitor, who pleaded guilty 
on his behalf. It was suggested by the prosecuting inspector that the 
deficiency in fat was caused by the mixture of separated milk with new 
milk, and he then called formal evidence. The appellant’s solicitor 
denied the inspector’s suggestion, and stated that the appellant had 
not bought any separated milk for a year. The inspector said, “‘ I wish 
he would go into the box and say so, as I have information that he 
has.”’ The appellant then gave evidence bearing out his solicitor’s state 
ment. ‘The justices then fined him £40. In July he was convicted of 
perjury in respect of that evidence. It was contended on his behalf 
that he had not given evidence at a ‘‘ stage in the proceedings ’’ within 
1 of the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, as he had not done so 
at the close of the evidence for the prosecution, and that therefore 
he had not been ‘‘lawfully sworn as a witness’’ within section 1 (1) 
of the Perjury Act, 1911; ‘‘ stage of the proceedings’’ did not apply 
to the period between a plea of guilty and sentence. Further, that the 
evidence was not material in the proceeding before the magistrates. 

Lord Reapine, C.J., delivered the judgment of THe Court (RIpLey 
and Low, JJ., with him follows :—The question for our decision 
raised in this case is whether the false statement made by the appellant 
was made upon an oath lawfully sworn in the course of judicial pro- 
ceedings. The first point taken by Mr. Vachell is that the appellant 
was called after the in the case was determined—that is, after 
he had pleaded guilty—and that any statement he made in those circum- 
stances was not a statement which he was competent to make. In other 
words, it is said that he was not a competent witness when he was 
called. The second point was that the statement made by the appellant 
was not material to the issue or to the proceedings. On the first point 
it has been argued that the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, which enabled 
a prisoner to be called, at any rate in the majority of cases, for the 
first time in the history of our law, only allowed him to be called at 
a certain time and in a certain way. The words in section 1 of the 
Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, ‘‘ at every stage of the proceedings,’’ are 
very wide words. It is said that they must be limited to the proceed 
ings in the different courts, but this Court can find no reason for adopt- 
ing such limitation. The words are used to enable an accused person 
to give evidence ‘‘ at every stage of the proceedings,’’ where it would 
be proper for his evidence to be given; that is to say, for instance, 


section 


as 


issue 


| not in proceedings before the grand jury in which the defence does not 


take part. In other words, wherever the defence can be heard, the 
prisoner can be a witness on his own behalf. It was argued that by 
section 2 of the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, the appellant could only 
be calleti at the close of the case for the prosecution, and that as he 
was called after that time he was not a ‘‘ competent witness ’’’ within 
section 1, and consequently could not be ‘lawfully sworn” within 
section 1 (1) of the Perjury Act, 1911. But that argument loses all its 
force when section 2 of the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, is given its 
true meaning. The whole basis of the argument was that section 2 is 
exhaustive as to the time at which a prisoner can be called as a witness. 
The object of the section is to prescribe that, if the prisoner is to be 
| the only witness called for the defence, he must make his statement 
upon oath before his advocate makes his speech. But nowhere outside 
that section, having regard to the scope of the Act and the wide 
language of section 1, can one find provision to the effect that the 
prisoner can only be called at this time if it is intended to call other 
witnesses for the defence. It is very difficult to say that, in an 
enabling Act of this kind, the Legislature wished to prevent the prisoner 
giving evidence except at this particular time in all cases or that he 
cannot go into the witness-box after he has pleaded guilty. It would 
be a hardship to the prisoner. The only question remaining for our 
decision is whether evidence in mitigation of punishment is evidence 
given in a “‘ stage of the proceeding.’’ There is no doubt that it is. 
The proceedings continue certainly until passing of sentence. The 
Court also think that the statement of the appellant was “ material in 
| that proceeding,’’ inasmuch as it was made in order to influence the 
minds of the justices and to persuade them to inflict a punishment 
lighter than they would otherwise have done. In our opinion all the 
elements of an offence under section 1 (1) of the Yerjury Act, 1911, are 
present, and this appeal must be dismissed.—Counset, Vachell, K.C., 
| Curtis Bennett, and J. A. C. Reeves; Travers Humphreys and G. Cecil 
Whiteley. Soricrrors, W. 7. Ricketts & Son; The Director of Public 
Prosecutions. 


[Reported by A. L. B. Taestcer, Barrister-at-Law.] 





OF 
98 


Dec. 2, 1916 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 61.] 101 








New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 24th November contains the following :— _ 

1. A Proclamation, dated 23rd November (printed below), varying 
the Contraband List. 

2. An Order in Council, dated 23rd November (printed below), 
further amending the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regula- 
tions, 1914. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 23rd November (printed below), 
applying the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, 
to the West Gloucestershire, Orkney and Shetland, and Hereford Areas, 

4. An Order in Council, dated 24th November, varying the Statutory 
List under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 
1915. Additions are made as follows :—Bolivia (1); Brazil (6); 
Colombia (2); Denmark (16); Greece (3); Japan (1); Morocco (3); 
Netherlands (8); Netherland East Indies (6); Norway (16); Persia (3) ; 
Spain (9); Sweden (3); Venezuela (2). There are a number of re- 
movals from and corrections in the list. The Foreign Trade Depart- 
ment notify that it is ‘‘ prepared on application to inquire of His 
Majesty’s Representatives abroad for the names of substitutes for any 
firm on the Statutory List. When the applicant wishes this done by 
telegraph he must undertake to pay the cost of the telegraphic corre 
spondence. A considerable amount of information is, however, already 
available at the Foreign Trade Department, and it is hoped that it 
may be possible in many cases to suggest the names of satisfactory sub 
stitutes In response to inquiries, without the necessity of referring the 
matter abroad. It would greatly facilitate the work of this department 
if applicants in making inquiries would specify the particular trade, or 
trades, for which substitutes are required.’’ 

5. A Notice that appointments have been made to the Appeal 
Tribunals under the Military Service Act, 1916, as follows :—County of 
Cumberland (1); Counties of Southampton and the Isle of Wight (1). 

6. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
the business of the Sanitas Electrical Co. (Limited) to be wound up. 
This brings the total number of businesses ordered to be wound up to 
370. 

The London Gazette for 28th November contains the following :— 


7. An Order in Council, dated 23rd November, applying to the Isle 
of Man, with adaptations, the amending Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tion of 24th October, 1916 (ante, p. 30). 

8. An Order, dated 27th November, of the Central Control Board 
(Liquor Traffic) for the Hereford Area. The chief provisions of the 
Order are printed below. 

9. An Order, dated 28th November, of the Central Control Board 
(Liquor Traffic), applying to the Hereford Area the supplemental 
regulations relating to the Sale of Medicated Wines (60 Soxicrrors’ 
JouRNAL, p. 622) and Sale of Intoxicating Liquor under new Excise 
Licences (ibid., p. 590). 


Contraband of War. 
A PROCLAMATION 


Makinc CERTAIN ADDITIONS TO AND AMENDMENTS IN THE List OF 
ARTICLES TO BE TREATED AS CONTRABAND OF WAR. 


Whereas, on the 14th day of October, 1915, We did issue Our Royal 
Proclamation specifying the articles which it was Our intention to treat 
as contraband during the continuance of hostilities, or until We did 
give further public notice ; and 

Whereas, on the 27th day of January, 1916, the 12th day of April, 
1916, the 27th day of June, 1916, and the 3rd day of October, 1916. We 
did, by Our Royal Proclamations of those dates, make certain additions 
to and modifications in the said list of articles to be treated as con- 
traband ; and 
. Z hereas it is expedient to make certain further additions to the said 
ist : 

Now, therefore, We do hereby declare, by and with the advice of Our 
Privy Council, that during the continuance of the war or until We do 
give further public notice, the following articles will be treated as 
absolute contraband, in addition to those set out in Our Royal Pro- 
clamations aforementioned :— ; 

Diamonds suitable for industrial purposes. 

Silk in all forms and the manufactures thereof: silk cocoons. 

Artificial silk and the manufactures thereof. 

Quillaia bark. 

Zirconium, cerium, thorium, and all alloys and ¢ ompounds thereof. 

Zirconia and monazite sand. ' 
_ And We do hereby further declare that, as from this date, the follow 
ing amendments shall be made in Schedule 1 of Our Royal Proclamation 
of the 14th day of October, 1915, aforementioned :— 

For item 4, ‘ emery, corundum, natural and artificial (alundum). and 
carborundum in all forms,’’ there shall be substituted ‘‘ emery, corun 
dum, carborundum, and all other abrasive materials whether natural or 
artificial, and the manufactures thereof.’’ 

And We do hereby further declare that, as from this date, the follow- 





ing amendments shall be made in Our Royal Proclamation of the 12th 
day of April, 1916, aforementioned :— 

For ‘gold, silver, paper money, and all negotiable instruments 
and realizable securities,’ there shall be substituted “ gold, silver, 
paper money, securities, negotiable instruments, cheques, drafts, 
orders, warrants, coupons, letters of credit delegation or advice, 
credit and debit notes, or other documents, which in themselves, or 
if completed, or if acted upon by the recipient, authorize, confirm, 
or give effect to the transier of money, credit, or securities,”’ 

And We do hereby further declare that the following artic les shall, 
is from this date, be treated as conditional contraband in addition to 
chose set out in Our Royal Proclamations aforementioned :- 

Sponges, raw and prepared 

Glue, gelatine, and substances used in the manufacture thereof. 

Empty barrels and casks of all kinds and their component parts. 

23rd November. 


Defence ot the Realm Regulations. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL 

{Rec itals | 

Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered that the following amend- 
ments be made in the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regula- 
tions, 1914 

1. The Regulation (numbered 2F) which by Order in Council of 
November 6th, 1916, was directed to be inserted after Regulation 28 
shall be omitted at that place, and in lieu thereof, shall be inserted 
ifter Regulation 23, and shall be numbered 2k 
2. After Regulation 9p the following regulations shall be inserted :— 
‘** 9e.—(1) A Secretary of State or the Army Council may declare 
this regulation to be in force in any area, and in any such area no 
person other than a member of His Majesty’s naval or military 
forces, or a constable, shall, subject to any exceptions for which 
provision may be made in the order, practise, take part in, or be 
concerned in any exercise, movement, evolution, or drill of a 
military nature, or be oncerned in or assist the promotion or 
organization of any such exercise, movement, evolution, or drill, by 
persons other than members of His Majesty's naval or military 
forces, or constables 
(2) If any person acts in contravention of this regulation he shall 
be guilty of an offence against these regulations. 
(3) The powers of a Secretary of State under this regulation may 
be exercised as respects Ireland by the Chief Secretary. 
(4) The provisions of this reguiation are in addition to and not in 
derogation of any other provision of law relating to the same 
subject-matter.” 
‘*Or.—(1) The Board of Trade, or, in Ireland, the Chief 
Secretary, may by order prohibit on any railways (including tram- 
ways) any traffic named in the order, being excursion traffic or 
traffic for special purposes, and the provision of any special facili- 
ties for any such traffic 
If any person, in respect of any traffic so prohibited, acts in con 
travention of any such order, he shall be guilty of a summary offence 
against these regulations. 
(2) Any such order may be made so as to apply generally, or to 
any special railway, or any special traffic 
(3) This regulation shall not apply to any railways over which 
His Majesty has contro] by virtue of a warrant under section 
sixteen of the Regulation of the Forces Act, 1871.” 
3. At the end of paragraph (c) of Regulation 27 after the word 
forces ’’ there shall be inserted the words “‘ or the discipline of any 
police force.” 

23rd November. 


ce 


New Liquor Control Areas. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 

(Recitals. ] 

Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered as follows : 

The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
any Regulations amending the same shall be, and are, hereby applied 
to the respective areas defined and specified in the Schedule hereto, 

SCHEDULE. 

1. The West Gloucestershire Area, being the area comprising the 
Petty Sessional Divisions of Lydney, Coleford and Newnham, in the 
County of Gloucester. 

2. The Orkney and Shetland Area, being the area comprising the 
Counties of Orkney and Zetland (including all Burghs within the geo- 
graphical limits thereof) and all arms of the sea and waters between the 
said Counties, and between the Islands forming part of the said 
Counties, and between the said Counties and the Mainland. 

3. The Hereford Area, being the area comprising the City of 
Hereford. 

23rd November 


Liquor Control Order for the Hereford Area. 


limita of Area 
1. The area to which this Order applies is the Hereford Area, being 
the area comprising the City of Hereford. 
Hours during which intoxicating liquor may he sold 
For Consumption ON the Premises. 
2. (1) The hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold or 
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supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption on the pre- 
mises shall be restricted and be as follows :— 
On Weekdays :— 

The hours between 12 noon and 2.30 p.m. and between 6 p.m. 
and 9 p.m. 

On Sundays: 

The hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m. and between 6 p.m. 
and 9 p.m. 

Except between the aforesaid hours no person shall— 

(a) Either by himself or by any servant or agent sell or supply 
to any person in any licensed premises or club any intoxicating 
liquor to be consumed on the premises ; or 

(6) Consume in any such premises or club any intoxicating 
liquor; or 

(c) Permit any person to consume in any such premises or club 
any intoxicating liquor. 


B.—For Consumption OFF the Premises. 


(2) The hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold or 
supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption off the pre- 
mises shall (subject to the additional restrictions as regard spirits) be 
retricted and be as follows: 

On Weekdays :— 

The hours between 12 noon and 2.30 p.m. and between 6 p.m. 
and 8 p.m. 

On Sundays 

The hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.80 p.m. and between 6 p.m. 
and 8 p.m. 

Except between the aforesaid hours no person shall— 

(a) Either by himself or by any servant or agent sell or supply 
to any person in any licensed premises or club or (except as here- 
inafter expressly provided) dispatch therefrom any intoxicating 
liquor to be consumed off the premises ; or 

(+) Take from any such premises or « lub any intoxicating liquor ; 
or 

(c) Permit any person to take from any such premises or club 
any intoxicating liquor. 

The Order, which comes into force on 4th December, also contaips the 
usual additional restrictions as to spirits, and prohibits treating, credit, 
and the long pull; and also the provisions as to the dilution of spirits 
and sale of light beer (60 Soticrrors’ Journat, p. 607). 


New Defence of the Realm Regulation and Order, 


CONTROL OF COAL MINES IN SOUTH WALES. 
The Board of Trade announce that the following Regulation has been 
made under the Defence of the Realm Act 

‘* (1) Where the Board of Trade are of opinion that for securing 
the public safety and the defence of the realm, it is expedient that 
this Regulation should be applied to any coal mines the Board may 
by order apply this Regulation, subject to any exceptions for which 
provision may be made in the Order, either generally to all coal 
mines, or to coal mines in any special area, or in any special coal 
fields or to any special coal mines. 

(2) Any coal mines to which this Regulation is so applied shall, 
by virtue of the Order, pass into the possession of the Board of 
‘T'rade as from the date of the Order, or from any later date men- 
tioned in the Order; and the ownér, agent, and manager of every 
such mine, and every officer thereof, and where the owner of the 
mine is a company, every director of the company, shall comply 
with the directions of the Board of Trade as to the management and 
user of the mine, and if he fails to do so he shall be guilty of a 
summary offence against these Regulations 

‘“*(3) It is hereby declared that the possession by the Board of 
Trade under this Regulation of any coal mine shall not affect any 
liability of the actual owner, agent, or manager of the mine under 
the Coal Mines Act, 1911, or any Act amending the same. 

** (4) Any Order of the Board of Trade under this Regulation 
may be revoked or varied as occasion requires.” 

Under the new Regulation the Board of Trade have made an Order, 
of which the following is the substantive provision :— 

** Regulation 9G of the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) 
Regulations, 1914, is hereby applied as from the Ist day of 
December, 1916, until further notice, to the South Wales coalfield, 
that is to say, to all coal mines in the counties of Brecon, 
Carmarthen, Glamorgan, Monmouth, Pembroke and Radnor.”’ 


In pursuance of this Order, the Board of Trade have directed the 
colliery firms and companies affected by the Order to carry on as usual 
subject to any further instructions. : 


The President of the Board of Trade has appointed an Inter- 
Departmental Committee, representing the Board, Home Office and 
Admiralty, to advise with regard to directions to be given under the new 
Order. The Committee will meet forthwith to deal with outstanding 
questions as to the general rate of wages in the South Wales Coalfield. 

Board of Trade, 29th November, 1916. 





New County Courts Emergency Rules. 


Lord Chancellor's Office, 
House of Lords, 
23rd November, 1916. 


Tue Apprrionat County Courts (Emercency Powers) Ruts, 1916, 
DATED 23RD NOVEMBER, 1916, MADE BY THE LORD CHANCELLOR FOR 
County Courts UNDER THE Courts (Emercency Powers) Acts, 
1914 ro 1916 (4 & 5 Gro. 5, c. 78; 6 & 7 Gro. 5, c. 13; 6 & 7 Gro. 5, 
c. 18) 


Preliminary. 


The following additional Rules under the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Acts, 1914 to 1916, shall apply to the County Courts and to the City 
of London Court, which shall for the purposes of these Rules be deemed 
to be a county court, - 

These Rules shal] be read and construed as if they were contained in 
the Consolidated County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 1916. They 
may be cited as the Additional County Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Rules, 1916, or each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the 
Consolidated Rules, and had been numbered therein by the number 
placed in the margin opposite such Rule. They shall come into opera- 
tion on the first day of December, 1916, and shall apply to all pro- 
ceedings pending on that day. 


Execution against Goods. 


1.—(1) Where in any proceedings application is made for the issue 
of a warrant of execution against goods without leave of the Court, 
then, unless it sufficiently appears on the face of the proceedings that 
the judgment or order is for the payment or recovery of a sum of 
money to which the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914 to 1916, 
do not apply, the warrant shall not issue without leave unless the 
following conditions are complied with, 


(2) The applicant shall be required to state in the precipe, in the 
form appended to this Rtle, 
(a) whether the debtor is or is not an officer or a man of His 
Majestv’s Forces, or that the fact is not known; and 
(6) if it is stated that he is not, that the judgment or order 
is not for the payment or recovery of a sum of money payable 
in pursuance of a contract made before the beginning of the 
fourth day of August, nineteen hundred and fourteen, or of a 
contract for rent not amounting to fifty pounds per annum made 
after the beginning of that day; or 
(c) if 1t is stated that he is, or that the fact is not known, 
that the judgment or order is not for the payment or 
recovery of a sum of money payable in pursuance of a 
contract made before the beginning of the eleventh day of April, 
nineteen hundred and sixteen, or of a contract for rent not amount 
ing to fifty pounds per annum made after the beginning of that 
day. 
” [Form of Statement. 
(a) Debtor not a member of the Forces: cr 
Debtor a member of the Forces: or 
Not known whether debtor a member of the Forces. 


(6) Debt not om contract before, or for rent under 501. on 
contract on or after, 4th August, 1914. 


(c) Debé not on contract before, or for rent under 501. on 
contract on or after, 11th April, 1916.] 


2. Where execution has issued without leave, but it appears to the 
bailiff, from any information received by him, that the case is one 
in which by reason of the debtor being an officer or a man of His 
Majesty’s Forces, or for any other reason, the warrant should not 
have issued without leave, he shall make a special return to the court 
from which the warrant issued, and to the judgment creditor, stating 
the information that he has received and his grounds for thinking 
that leave was required ; and the warrant shall not be executed without 
leave of the court granted on application made in accordance with the 
rules as to applications for leave to issue execution; and those rules, 
with the necessary modifications, shall apply accordingly. 


Power to proceed on Notice, &c., where Party abroad or cannot be 
found, 


5. In any case where any debtor or other party to any proceedings 
under the Emergency Rules is absent or abroad or cannot be found, 
or it is uncertain whether he is alive or dead, or it is otherwise difficult 
to serve him, the court may proceed on such notice or intimation of 
the proceedings whether to any other person or by advertisement or 
otherwise as the court shall in its absolute discretion think fit. And 
the provisions of this Rule shall be in addition to and by way of 
extension and enlargement of the ordinary powers and practice of the 
court as to proceeding ex parte and as to substituted service. 

The 23rd day of November, 1916. 

Buckmaster, C. 








The Times correspondent at Copenhagen, in a message dated 24th 
November, says :—The Bill for the naturalization of Heimatlose— 
those people in Schleswig who are without nationality—has been passed 
by the Rigsdag. An understanding between Berlin and Copenhagen had 
been reached before the introduction of the Bill. 
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Societies. 


The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 


On Tuesday evening, the 21st November, a lecture on * The Belgian 
and French Practice and Procedure Contrasted with the English 
System ’’ was delivered to the members of the Association by Maitre 
GASTON DE LEVAL, a member of the Brussels Bar. In the absence of 
Sir Walter Phillimore, the chair was taken by Master T. Willes Chitty 

BELGIAN AND FRENCH JUDGES 

The lecturer, dealing first with judges, said that 
judges in Belgium, although in some respects you could 
them with English judges. In Belgium a man began his 
judge, and you scarcely ever found a judge taken from barristers who 
had any practice. Another reason was that the ju ives were so poorly 
paid. A judge in Belgium began with 5,000 francs, or £200, a year, 
and you could not expect a man with a large practice to give it up 
for that. In the case of the highest judge the President of the 
highest Court—it did not rise beyond 15,000 francs. Yet even from 
such small salariés you might get good men; for instance, the son of 
a judge who wanted a quiet life, or a barrister who was very intelligent 
but did not speak well. But to compensate for defects in quality, 
thére were always three or five or seven judges sitting together, and 
there was always the chance that one was good; indeed, very otten all 
three were very good, Again, there was never a dissentient 
France or Belgium; there was only one judgment, and you never knew 
who was in favour of it and dissatisfied. It was said that 
this led the judges to be more careless than the English judges, and 
hence the English system might be better. Judges could not be re- 
moved except by consent, or by the judgment of a court of their own 
friends sitting in special session They were pensioned, and were 
obliged to retire at seventy in Courts of first instance, at seventy-two 
in the Court of Appeal, and at seventy-five in the Cour de Cassation. 


there were good 


not 


career 


any 


opinion in 


WwW ho was 


Courts AND LAWYERS. 


The lowest grade of judge was the Justice of the Peace, but he was 
not like a Justice of the Peace in England. He was generally a lawyer, 
and he adjudicated like a real judge, and he was also an official adviser 
of families; he presided at the conseil de famille, which in cases of 
difficulty took the place of parents, and gave or refused consent to 
marriage; and upon a death, where the successors were absent or in- 
fants, he went to the house and put his seal on doors, etc. Next came 
the courts of first instance, and from these there might be an appeal 
in certain cases to the Court of Appeal. There was a further appeal 
to the Cour de Cassation, but only on a question of law A judgment 
might be taken to the Cour de Cassation for error of law, but 
quashed, the case was pleaded over again in another Court of Appeal. 

What made the administration of ‘the than in England 
that there was a Code, and this idvantage. It 
might be asked, was it an advantage to lawyers, since a man could 
read it for himself. But it was very difficult to read, and differences 
arose over the interpretation of the Code 

As to the lawyers, there were avocats and avoués, but the avoué was | 
the legal agent of the client, and had the management of the case in 
court. Then there were notaries, who were not like notaries publi 
in England. They were judicial officers chosen from among lawyers, 
ind they had, for instance, the sole employment in the sale of land. 
And there was the /uissi¢ r, who served writs and levied exe utions. 
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was was an immense 
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THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON. 
ENGLAND’S greatest asset is her Children. 


This Hospital finds itself hampered for want ef funds to enable it, by saving infant life, to exert 


greater 


counterbalance the drain of War upon the manhood of the Nation. 


Read what the Men at the Front say : 


‘*I beg to enclose a cheque for £22 as a gift to the Great Ormond Street Children’s Hospital from the 


Honourabi-: Artillery Company, being the proceeds of a collection made at the Front. 


the Hospital goes on apace.’’ 


1 trust the noble work of 


‘*It would have cheered you to see how generously the Officers and Mea emptied their pockets in response to 
the cali of the children at home; for nearly every soldier has something of the chila’s heart in him.’’ 


Will you also please remember “the call of the Children.” 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be obtained on application to 


JAMES McKAY, Acting Secret 
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a rule you only sent the /uissier who said to the defendant, ‘‘ Are you 
paying "’ and gave him twenty-four hours to decide. If he did not, 
an inventory was made of his goods, and they were treated as eaisis or 
attached, and it anyone to take them away 
A guardian was placed in the house, but this might be the defendant 
himself, and if he took anything it was a crime. He accepted the 
saved costs. Then the Ausssier fixed a sale in ; 
week or four or five da and the sale was by public auctiou If there 
were other debts, the other plaintiffs might notify the Auissier, and 
then the money was divided according to law Against aliens there were 
drast means ould attach thei vithout judg 
but the case on before the court the next day 
APPEALS 
above 2 00 there 
no leave was required. You said, ‘‘I am going to appeal, 
and you instructed an and the appeal stopped all proceedings, 
unless the judge said the judgment was to be executed, notwithstanding 
appeal In the Court of Appeal the whole case was reopened on all its 
merits, and there might be final, unless there 
and then there was the (our de Cassa 
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these ordinary sat. These 
g practical judge und there was an official appointed by the 
Government to enlighten them on the As a rule, they adjudged 
quickly, on the principle that prompt justice was better than a splendid 
judgment. The Commercial Court tried all bankruptcy 
Belyvium ony a merchant ould be made bankrupt, and for the same 
reasons as in England. But you could not cross-examine the bankrupt 
omposition, or, if all the 
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Mi WARLEY mn proposing i 
lecturer, and the Benchers of Lincoln's 
Maitre de Leval had successfully overcome the difficulties of a 
language foreign to ind he extended to him their very hearty 

representative, as he was, of a nation for whom they had the 

sympathy and admiration Mr. Expnick, the president of the 
Association, in seconding the vote, meptioned that Sir Walter Phillimore 
on retiring from the Bench, had presented some ninety law books to the 
Association. The resolution, with an expressing sympathy 
with Sir Walter Phillimore on the carried 
unanimously 
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the weapon of justice, « lL not put it bael ctory was won 

Master T. Wortes Currrs n replvin referred to Maitre de Le 
as the defender of Nurse Cavell md said he hoped one result of tl 
war would be that the r that good woman would be avenged 
Another result he hoped for that there might be creater intercom 
between lawvers » that all might have the other 
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Discovery of a Will. 


i will in a strange hiding-place were 
made known at Penrith this week. 

On 10th August there died at the Patterdale Hotel, Ullswater, an 
old gentleman named Dr. Peter Quin Keegan He had lived 
dale for a good many years, but little was known about him except 
that his father had been a member of the firm of Keegan, Graham, & 
Ce hants, Beltast 
was an LL.D. of 


Details of the discovery of 


the 7 


»., Wine mer 
Dr. Keegan Dublin University, and keenly 
interested in botany and arboriculture, on which wrote 
numerous papers for the technical journals. Some time before his 
death he met Mr. Ronald Ellwood, traveller for a Penrith drapery firm 
and a friendship sprang up, based on their botanical studies. Dr 
Keegan gave him a book on the subject, but Mr. Ellwood had no 
occasion to refer to it until a few days ago. He then found that twe 
of the pages were fastened together, and ontside one of them is an 
instruction in Dr. Keegan’s writing that the pages were not to be 
opened until after his death 

Accordingly, Mr. Ellwood opened the pages and found between them 
the old gentlemen’s will. The document left legacies to two Patterdale 


Was 


geology, 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
LIMITED. 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 

Capital Stock .. am ee sa on .— £400,000 
Debenture Stock _ oe — “ £331,130, 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Ferms ef Propesai and full information oan be obtained at the Society's Ofices. 

G. H. MAYNE, Seeretary. 





in the 





ladies, and to his two sisters, and the residue to Mr, Ellwood. It 

is Been pronounced by solicitors to be quite in order, except that 
othing can be found as to the identity of the two witnesses ; but 
s the will was made last June, while Dr. Keegan was temporarily 
taying in Penrith, he is assumed to have met them accidentally in 
the town tumour places the doctor’s possessions at £30,000, but at 
resent application has only been made for probate on his English 
estate, amounting to £2,100. He owned considerable property in 
Armagh and Belfast. 








Legal Officials and the War. 


In the House of Lords, on Wednesday, says the Z'imes, the Lord 
Chancellor, asked by Lord Muir Mackenzie what answer had been given 
by the officers of the Supreme Court to the call for military service, 
aid he hoped that the information would be found satisfactory and 
that no one would be able to charge any office under his control with 
he disgrace of sheltering men who oncht to be fighting at the front. 

In the Royal Courts of Justice when war broke out the men in 
the more highly-paid posts were of the age of fifty or over. There 
were 270 clerks and 206 ushers, messengers, &c. Of the latter class 
every single man who was capable of service went and served. Turning 
to the class of clerks, he explained that only 200 were in the Depart 
ment to discharge the duties of 270. The present staff was in 
part made up of clerks introduced since the beginning of the war, 
and at least ten women were employed, and this, he believed, con 
stituted an absolute precedent in the Law Courts, although it was 
true that in the reign of Charles II. Mistress Eleanor Gwynn wa 
appointed to a highly-paid but not arduous post in connection with 
the administration of the law. Out of the original 270 clerks eighty 
three had joined the Army, and 130 were over military age. Having 
explained in detail the positions of the rest, he stated that there wer 
mly two men left on the staff who had been passed for military duty 
ind who had not gone up to the present. He affirmed that it would 
not be possible to find a finer record in any Government Department 
in the kingdom. 

Lord Devonport thanked the noble and learned lord for his excellent 
statement, and suggested that the heads of other Departments might 
with advantage follow his example and explain how matters stood in 
their office for there was a widely-spread belief that public Depart 
ments were shielding men who ought to fight 
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Law ‘Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION 

lr} following Candidates (whose name ie in alphabetical orde: 
vere successful at the Intermediate Examination held on lst and 2nd 
November, 1916 

A Candidate is not obliged to take both part 
the same time 


of the Examination at 


PAssep., 
Ernest Jones, 
Miller 


( Frederick William Erne 
George William 
Taylor, Bryon Samuel 
Thomas, Sydney 


White, William Henry 


Portion ONLY 


ntet ‘ha les 

harles, Harry Joseph 

Ernest Hartog 
Harry Richard 


Ernest Richard 


FottowInGc CANDIDATES 


(ompertz William 


(rreenw ond, 


Grove, 


[HE HAVE Passep THE LEGAL 
Atherton, John Slater Philpot, William Radcliffe 
Bloomet, William Redding Robson, Bertie 
Cummings, John Saunders, William George Rhyme 
Duthie. Arthur Wansbrough Smith, William Napiet 
Janner, Barnett, B.A. (Wales) Teff, Solomon, B.A. (London) 
Luck, Francis William Watts, John Christmas Cliffor 
Moorhouse, Edwin Albert West, Charles William 
Norri (Gleory: teginald 

No. of Candidates a 38 Passed ‘ 25 
Tre Fottow iG CANDIDATES HAVe Passep THE Trust AccoUNTS 

Boox-Kerrinc Portion ONty. 

Wilfred Malcolm Christian, Albert 


Jaldwin, Edwin 
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Clayted, Leonard henge Edmond George 













Dickinson, John Ogden, George Herbert | (Mr. John Mayer Burrow Turner, of Bournemouth.) 
Francis, Thomas William Rossdale, Frank Archibald, B.A., | William Lewis Walker Newe 
Hall, James Malcolm LL.B. (Cantab) sae Wee 4 berm: ber + a r, t ewey eet a? 
Hammond, Edgar Amédeée, ‘B.A. Smith, Frederick Henry —s pia ‘ P a: ao! essrs, Bradley & Cuthbert 
(Oxon) Walters, Donald Alfred Hayes ibiicltei Mentesuaes psprii 
Hughes, Theodore Josiah Williams, Alan Carmichael, B.A. Samuel John Taylor 
Jones, Charles Henry (Liverpool) (Mr. Thomas Cann Hughes, of Lancaster 
No. of Candidates ... ; 31 Passed ... ign: 
By Order of the Council 
By Order of the Council, E. R. Cook, Secre tary 
: E. R. Cook, Sec retary, Law society s Hall, ¢ hancery Lane Loudoun, W.t 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 17th November, 1916, 





17th November, 1916. 
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FINAL EXAMINATION. Calls to the Bar. 

The following Candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) The folk ¢ gentlemen have been called to the Bat 
were successful at the Final Examination held on WOth and 3lst LINcOLN’s Inn.—E. A. Soward, London Universitv: Victor Jerome 
October, 1916. \lendis ; 
Brown, Philip Johnson Mason, William James INNER Tremeie.—C. V. Vernon, B.A, (Oxford) ; D. C. Moncrieff, B.A 
Chaloner, Arthur Ernest Gregory Mills. George Herbert Camb.); N. A. Beg, B.A. (Camb R. S. Storer, B.A. (Caimbs.); 
Clements, George “ Morgan, John Penrose E. M. Tampol-Philips, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.); W. A. Curzon-Siggers, 
Cohen, Alfred Hart Newey, William Lewis Walke1 B.A. (Camb.); P. Vichien. 
Cooper, Edward Victor Brodie Outen, Thomas MIppLr TEMPLE R, A. Lloyd-Barrow, B.A, (Camb.), Captain, late 
Dickinson, Henry Allason Page, William Urbane R.F.A.; A. G. Roberts; F. O. C. Potter, B.A. (Camb.); W. H. Gunn; 
Downey, Thomas Philip, B.Sc. Park, Jonathan Cyril D). C, Stewart-Smith, Lieutenant, 2nd Black Watch; Dirk Izak de 

(London) Parry, Frederick Lewis, B.A Villiers 
Elliott, Charles Albert (Wales) Gray's Inn.—C, A. J. Bonner, Lieutenant, 18th Lancashire Fusiliers, 
Garner, William Thomas Pullen, Robert Edward B.A. (Camb.), holder of Certificate of Honour, Council of Legal Educa 
Gomes, Carlos Ridge, Luther Herbert Archibaid tion, Hilary (1914), Barste Scholar (1914), Abe Bailey Exhibitioner 
Hamilton, Alfred George Roberts, John William 1914); R. U. Davis Seleabeiiie of London; W. R. Awunor-Renner ; 
Hastings, Raymond William Swinburne, Charles Edward IL Ewing Chow, B.A. (Camb.); Herbert Rolfe. 
Hopewell, Donald Gardner, B.A., Taylor, Samuel John The above list does not inchide the names of gentlemen who will 

LL.B. (Cantab) Thomas, David Morgan pparently not practise in England 
King, Edwin Horatio Herschell Warskett, Thomas Horace a 
Land, Edmund Charles Frank Wooldridge, Duncan Wakeman, as 
Lindley, Frank Joshua M.A., LL.B. (Cantab) O 
Lloyd, David Howard ituary. 

: No. of Candidates ... . 8B Passed an 











Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Honorary DIsTINCTION. 
*.* The names of the Solicitors to whom the Candidat 
Articles of Clerkship ore printed in italtcs 





2 served unde r 














The Examination Committee recommend the following as being 














titled to Honorary Distinction :— 










(Vr. Gustavus Phelps 







(Mr. John Wilson Crisp, of the 







(Mr. John Lewis 







(Mr. 


Matthew Jee Jackson 

























’Puone No. ; 





Crisp ad Uo., 


W. WH ITELEY, LTD... 


AUCTIONEERS, EXPERT VALUE 


First CLass. 
Jonathan Cyril Park. 
(Wr. Herbert Kelham, of 


Stamford.) 


Seconp Crass. 
[In alphabetical order.] 
John Penrose 
Symes, of the 
Weymouth.) 


Morgan 
firm of Messrs 


) 
Rowen al Syiie 


Thomas Outen. 


Ashurat, Morris, 


firm of Messrs 
of London.) 


David Morgan Thomas 
Dh uli ps, 


of LAanelly.) 


Tump CLass 
[In alphabetical order. ] 
Henry Allason Dickinson. 
Allazson Dickinson, 


of Millom.) 





Lieut. Cyril A. Edmondson. 
Lieutenant Cyrm Artuur EpmMonpson, R.N.V.R., R.N.D., killed on 
13th November, aged thirty-five, was the youngest son of Mr. and Mrs 
James Edmondson, of Woodberry Lake, Finsbury Park He was edu 


ited at Mill Hill School, and was for some time secretary of the Old 


Millhillians Rugby Football Club. Before the outbreak of war he had 
passed the inter LL.B., and was on the point of completing his articles 
ith Mr. F. J. Mote, of Mess FE. & J. Mote lheitors, of Gray 
mn He joined the R.N.D., refnsing the offer of a commission, and 

ved in the ranks for eight month He received his commission in 

| February 1915, and served through the Gallipoli campaign, bein 

mentioned in Sir Charles Munro's dispatches last March for gallant 

and distinguished conduct during the evacuation : 
Lieut, Herbert C. Shutt. 

Lieutenant Herbert Ceci, Suurr, Royal Scots Fusiliers, elder son of 
Mr. John T. Shutt, of The Grange, Noctorum, ¢ hire, has been killed 
i) action, aged thirtv vears He Was educated at Greenbank School, 
Sedbergh, and Pcorni ‘College, Oxford, taking his ‘B.A. degree. He 


In 1913 he was 


was captain of his college eight and stroked the loat 








S, AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN'S ROAD, “LONDON, W. 





LUATIONS FoR PROBATE 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE 


INSURANCE, &c. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 


LONDON’S LARG EST SALEROOM. 


PARK ONE (40 Lings). 


TELEGRAMS: “ WHITELEY, LONDON.” 
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called to the Bar. Shortly 
commission in the Royal 


line, elder daughter f Mr 


Second 


Second Lieutenant 
ment, who died on Zl 


\ 


t Oct 


Scots Fusiliers. 
and Mrs 


Lieut. 


Valter Thomas Jacobi, 
ber at the Research Hospital, ( ambridge, 


after the outbreak of war he received a 


He married in 1913 Emme 
lurner, of Menai Bridge, Anglesey. 


Walter T. Jacobi. 


Royal Warwickshire Regi 


front on 3rd September, was the only son 


or wound received at the 

of Mr. and Mrs. Jacobi, of Herne Hill. He was educated at Alleyn’s 
Sche Dulwi und matriculated at the London I niversity in 1910 
He is enya i in a irance work, and before joining the Inns of 
Court O.T.( n Jul 1915 was entered as a student at the Middle 
Pemy He was gazetted in November, 1915, to the Royal Warwick 


Second Lieut. 


Herbert V. Sewell. 


was killed 


Second Lieutenant Hersert Vicror Sewer, R.F.A., who 
n 15th November, aged twenty-seven, was the third son of Mr. and 
Mrs. H. B. Sew { Greenwich He was educated at Roan School, 
(jreenw i nd Peterhouse Cambridge, taking his B.A. and LL.B 
degr s und was afterwards alled t the Bar At the outbreak of 
war he wv a pupil in Mr. Cecil Whiteley’s chambers, but obtained an 
Lipp ent as an acti paymaster at Cork, which office he resigned 
for combatant service He was granted a commission in the R.F.A., 
und pi eded to the front last March 


Legal News, 


Appointments. 


Lord Parmoor has been elected Treasurer of the Honourable Society 
liddle ‘Temple for the ensuing year 


Honourable Socie f Lincoln 


M.P., has 


been elected a Bencher of the 


Inn in succession to the late Mr. E. L 


Information Required 


HARRY CLARK, Deceased.—Anyo: having a Wi f the 
deceased, late of Sidiaw Canning-road, Croydor r al t giv 
formation iW requested to communicate with Messrs 
Cottyer-Braristow & C« it 4, Bedford-row, London, W.( 
General. 

1 R ter message from The Hague lated ith Novembre Say 
A cor nment of d m the United States for the Dutch artillery 

h had ! 1 up for some time in England has ne 
I released. It lerstood that Great Britain will in future place 
no difficu in t ay of the importation of such goods into Holland 
| H ( Monday, M McKinnon Wood, in 
the d reading the Friend S ties Bill, explained 
that it I { rd by the Treasury in order to meet certai 
diffi t hich Nat ul ( lere f Friendly Societe repre 
nted i ar the ad nistration of their vanizations owit t 
The 1 ! 1 permit the quinquennial valuation to be 

posts 1, and 1 relax the require t at nnual 1 t 

| A it i nt to i rat of their 1 is 

to] t! t I t th tie had done member 

ted I I la id ti 

| i the I which « irred on Sat irda) ith N mber t 

| f Messi Stafford Nortl » & ( St. Pa s ro} rd 







l sd I t flicer at Car treet Fire Station thought the 
1 or i floor close to the windows at a point near 
. pia h had been temporaril t ked ur He found 
‘ tt i Lhere va »> evidence of arson or ire 
It t that a lighted match might have caused the fire 
, i f that He agreed that that was the most 
f \ director stated that no smoking was allowed 
x t in th dining-room on the t p floor The jury 
j rdict that the of the fire w inknown, and added 
rider t} x fire were t sufficient for a buildir 
hat - 

In the H e of Comn n Monday, Mr. Pretyman, replying t 
Major Hunt sid Phe number of busi: vithin the provisions of 
ection 1 of the Trading ith the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916. i: 

hich either tl perty | been sold by a controller appointed to 

i thy } r ti enemy -« vned ire have been sold b 
t Publ Trust approximately 200 Particulars as to the sale 
have 1 t beer bmitted to any committee before an offer has been 
epted, but ir a ite ses tne Advisory ( ittee app inted under 

t! Trading th the Ene Amendment Act have made suggestior 

to the per to whom the property might be offered Mr. Billir 
How many concerns are there in this countr: irrving on TE 
Mr Pretyman We ve dealt with rather over 600 Mr. Billing Is | 





it the intention of the Government to close all these businesses during 
the war? Mr. Pretyman: Al] the enemy businesses are being deal! 
with. If my right hon. friend will study the Act, he will see exact] 
what we proposed to do, and that is what we are doing. 

The Zimes Dublin correspondent telegraphed on Tuesday :—It 
understood that the Right Hon. R. R. Cherry has formally resigned tl 
office of Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, and that he will be succeeded 
by Mr. J. H. Campbell, K.C., M.P., the Attorney-General. The Lord 
Chief Justice sat for the last time yesterday, and took informal lea\ 
if the officials at of the Courts 

In the House of Commons on 23rd November, Commander Bellairs 
asked the Under-Secretary for Foreign Affairs whether it had hithert 
refused to allow the supplies of food for 
through the Neutral Commission ths 
and whether the Allies were re 


the rising 


been represented that if we 
the relief of Belgian 
Germans would 


workmen 
the workmen; 


deport 


considering their policy of allowing these supplies to territory in the 
possession of the enemy, in view of the deportations now going on 


Lord R. Cecil : If by the first part of the question the hon. and gallant 
the ground upon which his Majesty 


member means that this was 
I work, the answer is in the nega 


assisted the 


relief 


(,overnment have 
( His Majesty s Government have done so in response to the 
shes of their Allies, including the Belgian Government, and in the 
i sts of the whole population As regards the last part of the 
question, theré is no doubt that the present action of the German 
direct and conscious blow at the agreements upon which the relief 
ork rests, and it is being considered in that light by the Allies, and 
I trust also by the neutral Governments whose subjects and represe1 
tatives have been chiefly responsible for the conduct of the work. 


on Tuesday, in reply to questiens put b 
of the Exchequer stated : ‘ A! 
firms under the Pro 


ise of Commons 
Phillips, the C 


In the H 


Colonel Ivor ancellor 


debts returned by British creditors of enemy 
lamation of 7th September, 1916, are being recorded by the Custo 
dian [he returns at present number some 17,500, amounting t 


teturns are still daily being received. The approximat 


£79,000 .000 
vested in the Public Trustee is £10,000,000 


value of enemy assets now 





Tue ‘‘ Oxford ’’ Sectional Bookcase is the ideal one for anybody who 
is building up a library. It is splendidly finished, with nothing of the 
office stamp about it. The illustrated booklet issued by the manufac- 
turers, William Baker & Co., Ltd., The Broad, Oxford, may be 
obtained gratis, and will certainly prove interesting to book lovers.— 


(Advt.) 


The Property Mart 
Forthcoming Auctior. Sale. 
Dec. 7.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRANPFIELD, at the Mart, at 2: Shares, Liie Policies 
und Policies of Assurance (see advertisement on back page, this week). 


Cour 
Supreme Court of Judicature, 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 











i EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date Kova No. NEVILLE. Eve. 
Monday Dec. 4 Mr. Leach Mr. Jolly Mr. Borrer Mr. Church 
Tuesday .. Goldschmidt Greswel! Leach Farmer 
Wednesday .. 6 Korrer Bloxam Greswell Goldschmidt 
Thursday .... 7 Synge Goldschmidt Jolly Leach 
Friday j 8 Farmer Leach Bioxam Borrer 
Saturday .. u Church Borrer Synge Greswell 
Dese Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. ASTRURY. YouNGER. PETERSON. 
Monday Dec. 4 Mr. Greswell Mr. Synge Mr. Blovam Mr. Goldschmid 
Tuesday al Church Borrer Jolly Bloxam 
Wednesday 6 Leact Jolly ~ynge Farmer 
Thurs ay 7 Porrer Bloxam Farmer Church 
Friday 8 Synge Goldschmidt Charch Greswell 
Saturday ’ lolly Farmer Goldschmidt Leach 














MONEY EARNS OVER 10°/. 


ECAUSE when 61 years of age he bought a “Sun 


HIS 


Life of Canada” Annuity, and that is what it 
works out at. And the larger income obtained, 
and the certainty that it will be paid whatever happens, 
adds years to his life. Advise your clients to do likewise ! 
The Sun Life of Canada gives better terms than any 
other first-class Company. Assets over £13,000,000, 
with Government supervision, 
Write yor Booklet to 
J. F. JUNKIN (Manager), 


SUN LIFE OF CANADA, 217, Canada House, 
Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 17. 


DELPH AND DISTRICT CO-OPERATIVE WOOLLEN MANUFACTURING SOCIETY, LTD. 
Creditors are required, on or before Dec. 30, to send their names and address, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Edwin Moorhouse and Jesse 
Oldham, Pingle Mill, Delph, nr Oldham, lijuidators. 

LONDON AND PARIS STORES (1913), Ltp. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION) —Creditors are 
required on or before Dec. 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Richard Alfred Witty, 6, Dowgate hill, Cannon st, 
liquidator. 

MICKLEY CoAL Co (DRONPIELD), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 18, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Archur 
Black burn, 6, Norwood rd, Birkby, liquidator. 

SHEFFIELD SCISSORS AND RAZOR CO, LTD.—Oreditors are requested, on or before Dec. 23, 
to send their nawes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Richard Hunt, 23, (hange alley, Sheffield, liquidator. 

SOUTHERN- ENGINEERING Co. LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION ).—Credit rs are required, 
on or befcre Dec 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William Newman Bailey, 3, Portland st, Southampton, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Nov. 21. 


J. A. ALLEN, Ltp. (INVOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required,on or before 
Dev 30, to send theirnames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William Nicho son, 12, Wood st, liquidator 

CHEYNE GARAGE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 14, to send in their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick [ owland, 
70, Queen Victoria st, liquidator. 

CYPRUS MoTOR TRANSPORT AND DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Dec. 14, to send in their names and addresses, «nd the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Frederick Rowland,70, Queen Victoria st, liquidator. 

HULBERT-BRAMLEY MoTorR Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, ou or before Dee 1 , to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Harry 
Merideth, 20+, Gresham house, Old Broad st, liquidator. 

LonDON CABINET Co, LTD.—( reditors are require, on or before Dec 14, to send in their 
names and addresses, and full particulars of their de ts or claims, to Frederick 
Row'and, 70, Queen Victoria st, liq :idator. 

MACHEN, CINEMA HaLt, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 30, to send in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Mart, 

4, Dumfries pl, Cardiff, liquidator. 

PovuLtons & TimMMiIs, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 7, to send ‘heir 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clai.s, to Joshua Eades, 
53, Victoria st, Westminster, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 17. 


Universal Motor Body Builders (Birming- Acklingt: n & District Agricultural Supply 
ham) Ltd. Co, Ltd. 
Britisi: Improved Bioscope Co, Ltd, Manxland Investment Co, Ltd 
Henry Pneumatic Tyre Co, Ltd. Diatom Firepr.of Construction, Ltd. 
Gillhead Coal, Firebrick & Ganister Co, Gratis Stationery Co, Ltd 
Ltd. Deiph & D strict Co-operative Woollen 
Greensmith, Ltd. Manufacturing -ociety Ltd. 
William Wolff & Co, Ltd. Sheffield Sciseors & Raxor Co, Ltd. 
Deer Park Hotel & Golf Links Co, Ltd. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Nov. 21 


Cronkshaws Hotel Ltd, Burnley 
W. H. Abbott, Ltd. 
Swallowbeck Land Co, Ltd. 


Sea Transport Ce, Ltd. 
John Dawson, Ltd. 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 17. 


BRITISH ART NEEDLEWORK Co, LTD., 52, Old Bailey.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 15, to send, by prepaid post, full particuiars of their debts or claims to 
Geo. Palmer, Guildhall Annexe, controller 

Hva@o KNoBLOcH & Co, trading also as the Midland Manufacturing Co.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Dec 29, to s nd their names and addresse., and particulars of 
their debts or claims. to Frederick Womersley, 77, King st, Manchester, controller 

Otto Korie & Co.—Creditors are required, on or before D-c 30, to 8 nd, by prepaid post, 
fall particulars of their debts or claims to Ernest James, 48, Gresham st, co :trol er 

PAUL &kTZ.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 7, t» send, by prepaid post. fu.! 
particulars of their debts or claims toJ. Waiter G. Hill, 9, Bennett's hl, Birming- 
ham, controller. 

SCHIMMEL & CO., 65, Crutched friars.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 1, to 
send, by prepaid pot, full purticulars of their debts or claims to John Baker 
Eldon st House, Eldon st, controller. 

F. SONTHEIM, 30, Snow hi.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 15, to send their 
names and ad .resses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred U. Harper 
35, Great Tower st, controller. 


Lonion Gazette.—TURSDAY, Nov 21. 

CORNER & Co, 83, St Paul's churchyard.—Credit rs are required, on or before Dec 16, 
to sen! their name« and addres-es, and particulars of tocir debis or claims, to 
Peter Leask, 7, St. Mildred ct, Bank, controller. 

@. Gaupic & BLUM, 61, Queen st.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 13, to send, 
by prepaid post, full particulars of their devts or claims to Stephen Pagden Child, 
36 & 37, Queen st, controller. 

JOSEF MAINZER, 70, Finsbury pymt.—Creditors are required, on or befure Dec. 16, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Peter Leask, 7, St. Mildred ct, Bank, controller. 

MYER AXELRAD, 40 Queen st.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 13, to send, by 
prepaid post, fall pariiculars of their debts orclains to St-phen Pagden Child, 36, 
& 37, Queen st, controller. 

ROECHLING BROS, Glasgow.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 30, to send, by 
prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims to Dugald Bannatyne, 31, St. 
Vincent pl, ‘‘lasgow, con‘ roller. 

ScHaFFER HaHN & BEHRENS.—Crediturs are required, on or before Dec 2, to send by 
prep id post, fuil p»rticulars of ther debts or claims to James Stuart Milligan, 
89, Waterloo st, Birmingham, controller. 

RESA AGNES SCHULTEN & ERNEST SCHULTEN, Bradford.—Creditors are rejuired, on 
or before Dec 3,to send, by prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, 
to George Walker, Commercial Bank chmbre, Bradford, controller. ; 


Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day oF CLAIM. 

London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Nov. 17. 
ADOLPH EpMUND, Maddox-st., Tailor 
Bennett, Bishopsgate 
GuRNRY, Eccleston sq Dee 1 
Winchester-st 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Novy. 21 
CATHERINE, Countess DE MORELL«’, Virginia Water, Surrey 
Upton, Younger, J Riddett, Raymond-bldgs, Gray s-inn., 
Harcourt-ter, South Kensington Dec 19 Mansell v. Good 
J Shephead, Dover-st. 


DORING, FREDERICK Dec 15 Stand+n & Co v 
Bennett, Astbury, J 
HOARF, GEORGE PHILIP 
Fellowes & Co, Gt 


Hoare v. Hoare, Eve, J 


CABRERA, MARIANNI 
yov 28 Cabrera v 

MakY ADELINE, 
and Another, Younger 


SYKES 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 17. 
ABBOTT, HARRIOT MARGARET, Petersham ter, Queen's gate Dec 31 Williams & James 
Norfolk House, Norfolk st 
ARNOLD, GEORGE, Aston, Warwick Dec 16 
BAILEY, WILLIAM ALFRED, Freegrove rd, Holloway Dec 16 Johnson & Co, Walbrook 
BENSON, VATRICK JOSEPH, Sheffield Jan] Wake & Sons, Sheffield 
BRIGHT, HELEN, Bournemouth Dec 21 J & WH Druitt, bournemouth 
BROWN, JULIA, Hawke rd, Upper sorwood Dec 31 Reader & Co, Coleman st 
CHATTAWAY, CHARLES, Ri hmond,Surrey Dec 30 Clarke & Co, Gresham hous 
COFFER, ANNE ABRAM, Streatham hill Dec 30 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 
COLBOURN, JOHN, Chiswick In, Chiswick Dec 20 Stuchbery, Maidenhead 
KSEY, DANIEL, Amwell st, Clerkenwell, Funeral Furnisher Dec 30 
Bank chmbrs, Finsbury Park 
Cox, ANTHONY, Portsmouth Decll Allen, Portamouth 
CREEK, WILLIAM, East Norbiry,nr Creydon Dec 23 Bramall & White, Leadenhall st 
Cross, WILLIAM, Brighton Dec 30 Murray & Co, Birchin In 
Davies, MARY, St Paulsrd, Highbury Dee il Lewis & Woods, Chancery In 
DOWNES, HERBERT LAIDLOW, Garston, Liverpool, Electrical Merchant Dec 18 
Liverpool 
Dunsany. Rit Hon ERNLE ELIZABETH LOUISA MARIA GROSVENOR, Baroness, Wareham , 
Dorset Dec 24 Pre to. & Feancia, Bournemouth 
FINKELSTONE, ASHER, Cardiff Dec 31 David & Co, Cardilf 
FOLJAMBE, Capt the Ho: JOSCELINE CHARLES WILLIAM SAVILK, Kirkham Abbey, York 
Dec 31 Daw-on & Co, New aq, Lincoln's inn 
FOLKAKD, FREDERICK, Wre.vtham, Suffolk, Licensed 
Southwold 
FryYEk THOMAS, Hartwith, York, Yeoman Dec 14 Kirby & Co, Harrogate 
Grey, GeorGe, Alnwick Land Agent Dec 16 Forster & Lester, Newcastle 
GRISSELL, FRANCIS, Beccles, Suffolk Dec 18 Hopgood & Dowson,s Spring-gdns 
HIBBERT, CYRIL GORDIN Revss Chorley Dec 3l Stanton & Sons Chorley, Lancs 
Hosss, HARRY, Leeds, Pharmacist Dec16 Hutley, Leeds 
HODNETT, MATILDA, Victoriast Dec is Metcalfe & Co. New sq Lincoln’siny 
HovVLGRaVE, EMMA, Seatort, Lanca Dec 18 Weld & Weld, Liverpool 
JAMIESON, ALEXANDER, Kingston upon Hull, Engineer Dec 30 Morfitt, Hull 
JoHN, Letitia, Ifield rd, West Brompton Dec 2i Howells, College rd, Harrow on the 
Hill 
Jones, JoHN PARRY, Llysfaen, Carnarvon, Farmer 
Chester 
Joss, SARAH TEMPLE, Exmouth Dec 13 
KELLY, JAMES KEILY, Southend on Sea 
KNIGHT, THOMAS, Lee, Kent, Butcher 
brook 
LENO, JAMES, Uxbridge Dec 15 
LEWIS, SARAH, Abergavenny lec 13 
MACNIOOL, AKCHIBALD NICOL, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park 
inn fie ds 
MATHEK, CLARA, Bootle, Lancs 
MELVILLE, HUGH COLQUHOUN, Hartington st 
ent’s inn 
MILLER, Lucy ELIZABETH, Finsbury Park rd, Stoke Newington 
Bank chmbr:, Fin bury Park 
Moor, FLORENCE ETHEL, Ingleton, York Dee 15 
MOSELY, BENJAMIN Lewis, Brick ct, Témple, Barrister 
bil 
Moir, Capt MATTHEW 
Suffolk In 
MUNSEY, ELLIS PARKER, Jeweller 
NICHOLSON, ADA MY¥RA, Chariton 
te : ham 
OPPLIGER, MARTHA, Stock Orchard cres, Isiington Dec 30 Wedlake & Co, Bank chmbrs 
Fins ury Park " 
PALMER, ARTHUR ERNEST, Loughborough Dec 30 Moss, Loughb rough 
PARKE, JAMES WILLIAM, Pulham Saint Mary, Norfolk, Farmer Dee 31 Blyth, Norwich 
PARRY, GEORGR, Vpenshaw, Manchester Dec9 Grover & Co, Ma ichester 
Pxoops, ELIZABETH, Redm nerd,S epney Dec 18 Sloper & Co, Putney hill 
KEID, JAMES MCULYMONT, Lishops Cleeve, Gios Dec 17 Griffiths & Waghorae, Chelt:n- 
ham 
RICKPORD, CHARLES WYNDHAM HEATHCoTE, Archers rd, Southampton 
& Co, Southamptoa 
Roptss, MARY I8aBEL, ‘ubbington, Warwick Dec7 Field & Son 
ROWE, SARA AGNES ASHLEY, nr Conway Dec 12 Chamberlain & 
Liandudno 
RoWLANDS, THoMAS, Llan‘air Pwil, Farmer Jan 2 Laurie, Lia gefui, 
SAUNDERS, FANNY ELIZABETH, St Goorge’s Road, Golders Green Dee 19 
Gotto, Brook House, Walbrook 
SEVER, FRANCES SYLVIA, Llanduwino Decls Farrar & Co, Manchester 
SLACK, MARY ELIZABETH, Chesterfield Dec 16 Ward & Co, Chesterfield 
STEELF, HELEN KENDALL, Torquay Dec 12 Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 
SWERT, SELINA Rose, Vick Dock rd Lec 17 Crossman & Co, Theobald's rd, Gray's 
in 
SYMES, GLASCOTT HENRY, 
South Molto -t 
PERRY, EMILY, Crouch End Jan 1 
THKUPP, SARAH HARRIET ANN FRANCES, Paignto 
Torquay 
TONKIN, EDWARD, 
hall st 
WHIPHAM, 
Devon 


Wood & Co, Birmingham 


Coo Wedlake & Co 


Jackson, 


Victualler Dec 1 Cooper, 


Dec 15 Lioyd, Connah's Quay, ni 
Ford & Co, Exeter 

De: 14 Tatham & (0, 
Dec 30 Price & Sons, 


(Qhueen Vic oria st 
Worcester House, Wal- 


Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge 
Parker & Co, Portsmouth 
Dec 20 Field & Co, Lincoln's 
Dec 6 Mather & Son, Liverpool 


Derby Dec25 Pearce & Nicholls 


Clem- 


Dec 30 Wedlake & Co, 


Pearson, Kirkby Lonsdale 

Dec 20 ‘(iood & Co, Ludgate 
ANDREW, Weedon, Northampton Dec 30 Kekewich & Co, 
Ginn & Co, Cambridve 
Dec 15 Griffiths «& 


April 15 


Ki gs, Glos Waghorn, Chel- 


Dec 28 Green 


, Leamington 


Loew _n, John-on 


Anglesey 
Aylett & 


Hillflel! rd, West Hampotead, Stockbroker Jan 1 Dennes 


Robins & Grimada)!, Bank chmbrs, Hornsey 
, Devon Dec 12 Hooper & Wollen, 


Adans Houghton, Michigan, USA Dec 18 Hewitt & Uo, Leaden 


ALFRED Guy, Chagford, Devon, JP Dec18 Watts & Co, Newten Abbos 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Nov. 21. 


Dec 15 Prior, C Iche ter 
Dixoa & Co, Manchester 


ALEXANDER, JOHN, Alresford, Essex 
ANGEL!, JOHN, Manchester Dec 21 
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BADDELEY, Col PAUL FRRBOERICK MICHAEL, Southborough Common, Kent De: 3) 
Torr & Co, Bedford row 

BANCROFT, NOEL, Manchester 

BRUNSDEN, JAMas, Brock ey, Kent 

CAMPBELL, Magia Lovumsa, Bed!ord 

CLARKE, ALIcRE, Whetstone, Middix 

COLDWELL, JOHN, Bramley, Leeds Dec 19 Butler Fle ning, Leeds 

COLLEY, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Sheffield Dec 28 Sorby & Co, Sheffleld 

Coomps, JESSIE, Malvern Dec 21 Winterbotham & Co, Cheltenham 

Cox, CHARLES AUSTIN, Brook green, Hammersmith Dec 23 Newton & Co, Eldon st 

CoYLe, HENRIETTA Jessie, Eastbourne Jan 1 Hillman & Co, Eastbourne 

CRBASE, JAMES KOBERTSON, South Shields Dec 18 Hannay & Hannay, 5 yuth Shields 

Dopesow, THOMAS EDWARD, Perkgate, nr Rotherham, Yo:ks Dec 16 Marsh & Son, 
Rotherham 

ELspon, NATHAN, Consett, Durham Dec 31 Welford & Jackson, Consett 

EVANS, ROBERT LEEKS, Groot Spelonken, Northern Transvaa!, South Africa 


Sale & Co, Manchester 

Sandom & Co, High st, Deptford 
Sharm in & Trethewy, B-dford 
James, Clement's inn, Strand 


Jan 2 
Dec}21 
Dec 9 
Dee 18 


Dec 24 
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MITCHELL, WILLIAM THOMAS, Burringham, Lincoln, Saddler; Dec 24 Symes Scunthorpe, 


Lincs 

MORGAN, JOHN, Clerkenwell rd, Dairyman Dec 20 Fielder & Co, Raymond bldg: , 
Gray's inn 

Worris, WILLIAM SAMUEL, Carmarthen, Grocer 

MULKERN, HUBERB COWBLL, ‘Kingston on Thames 
Surrey 


Nov 30 White & Son, Carmarthen 
Jan 1 Cobbing, Kingston Hil! 


| NICHOLSON, CRCILIA LOUISA ANNR, Great Malvern Dec 31 Brown & Co, Barton on 


Humber 


| ONGLEY, Henry, Reigate, Fishmonger Dec 24 Morrisons & Nightingale, Reigate 
| OWEN, FRED, Mon on, Eccles, Lancs, Ironfounder 


Dec 25 Grundy & Co, Manchester 
PRYOR, MARTHA GUAVAIN, Johannesburg, Transvaal, South Africa Dec30 Jenkin & Co. 


Redruth 

REYNOLDS, PLAYFORD, Cheltenham, Civil Engiveer Dec 21 Winterbotham & Co, 
Cheltenham 

LOBBING, JOSEPH, Shepton Mallet, Somerset Dec 30 Nalder & Littler, Shepton Mallet 


Rowntree & Ritson, Oldham 
GERRARD, WILLIAM, Northwich Dec 18 
Gray, JAMES REWNIR, Bedford, Draper 
HovuGHTON, EMMA, Rainhill, Lancs, 
Hoventon, JONATHAN, Rainhill, Lanca, Grocer Dec 20 
Irvine, JAMES, Ram gate Dec 16 Dani !l, Ramagate 
KENCH, LEONARD SHELDON, Leamingham, Warwick 

Warwick 


Dec 9 


LANCASTER, GRuRGE Snow, JP, Waterlooville, Hants, Naval Outfitter 


Co, Portamouth 
LANE, ALEXANDER MAURICE, Hornsey In, Civil Engineer 
Old Broad st 
LANGFORD, WILLIAM, Moseley, Birmingham 
LLEWELLYN, ANN, Carmarthen Nov 30 
AOKHART, Ropert, Worthing Dee 21 
Maktow, Henny, Watling st, Warehouseman 
Ludgate circus 


Dec 30 


Goddard & Co, Cle 
Dec ol 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, Nov. MM. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Busk, Grornoe L, Bridge, Kent Canterbury 
Ord Nov 11 

HART, MARCUS RUSSELL, Charterhou ie bidgs, Goswell rd, 
Infants’ Milliner High Court Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 
10 ' 

HUTCHISON, JOSEPH ANDERSON, Holton, Tar Distiller 
Bolton Pet Sept5 Ord Nov 8 

Jerryrey, MAY, Harrington gdns, South Kensington 
Court Pet Oct 12 Ord Nov 8 

LONNEN, ARTHUR CHARLES, Bournemouth, 
Traveller Frome Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 9 

MCLEAN, JOHN Rep, Great Tower st, Merchant 
Court Pet Uct 23 Ord Nov & 

TAYLOR, ADA EMMA, Brighton Brighton 
Nov9 

UNEnr, CARL OSCAR, Great Lever, Engineer 
Sept 18 Ord Nov 8 

Youns, Jenn, Liverpool 
Nov ll 


Pet Oct 23 


High 
Commercial! 
High 


Pet Nov9 Ord! 


Bolton Pet 


Liverpool Pet Nov 11 


FIRST MEETINGS, 

Gorpown, Davip, Bamford, Rochdale, Cycle Agent 
24 at 11.30 Town Hall, Kochdale 

HART, MARCUS RUSSELL, Charter!ouse bidgs, Goswell rd, 
Infante’ Milliner Nov 24 at 12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

HOSKINS, FREDERICK, St Allen, Cornwall, Farmer 
at 12 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, Truro 

Jevrrey, MAY, Harrington gen South Kensington 
24at12 Bankruptcy bi gs, Carey st 

McLEAN, JoHN RerD, Great Tower st Merchant 
atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MURPHIN, JONATHAN BEARDALL Barnsley, Furrier Nov 
22 at 10.30 Off Rec, County Court Hall, Regent st 
(East gate entrance), barneley 

SHARRARD, ALBERT, Sheffie d, Journeyman Buffer 
at 12 Of Ree, Figtree In, SheMeld 

SHORE, HENRY CLARKE, Sheffield, Gents’ Outfitter 
21 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

TANTON. WILLIAM BURNETT, Great Torrington, Devon, 
Baker Nov 22at4 4, High st, Barnstaple 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BRANDRETH, RALPH, Swanage, Dorset Poole 
Ord Nov 10 


Nov 


Nov 21 
Nov 


Nov 24 


Nov 21 
Nov 


Pet Ang 3) 


Parker, Manchester 

Sharman & Trethewy, 'edford 
trewis & Sona, St Hele 
Brewis & Sons, St Helens 


Forsyth & Co, Birmingham 


White & Son, Carmarthen 


| Cooke, FrepERIC GrorcEe Bouter, Dursley, Glos 


| HATTON, 


ROBERTS, ELINOR, Liverpool 
Dersy, Hexry THOMAS, Ravenscourt gdns, Hammersmith Dec 16 Cooney, North End 


rd, West Kensington 
ns 


ROBINSON, ANNA, Quebec, Canada Dec 21 
SCALE, GILBERT FRANCIS, Lianbethery, Glam Deo 24 


Dec 6 Alson & Co, Liverpool 


Goddard & Co, Clement's inn, Strand 
ie, Maesteg, Glam 


SEXTON, GEORGE, Leyton, Essex Dec 18 Fenn, Queen Vic oria st 


Dec 15 Moore & Tibbits, 


Dec 23 Blake & 


Dec 16 T tham & Lousada, 


Linco n's ino 


ment’s inn, Strand 
White & Leonard, Bank bidgs, 





High 
Court Pet Oct 11 Ord Nov9 

HoaKINS, FREDERICK, St Allen, Cornwall, Farmer 
Pet Nov1 Ord Nov? 

KENWORTHY. JOHN MAKIN, Windermere , Westmorland 
Kendal Pet Sept 6 Ord Nov Il 

LONNEN, ARTHUR CHARLES, Bournemouth, Commercial 
Traveller Frome Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 9 

SHORSMITH, WILLIAM Henry, and Davi Joan DAVIES, 
Lianelly, Builders Carmarthen Pet Oct 20 Ord 
Nov 10 

Surnre, JoHN WILLLIAM, Leeside cree, 
High Court Pet Sept8 Ord Nov 10 : 

SUTCLIFFE, JAMES THOMAS, Accrington, Theatre Proprie- 
tor Blackburn PetOct13 Ord Nov 6 

rayLor, ADA EuMA, Brighton Brighton Pet Nov9 
Nov 9 

Younes, Jouy, 
Nov ll 


Golder’s Green 


Liverpool Liverpool Pet Nov 11 Ord 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED, 


ALBERT ? WILLIAM, New Cleethorpes, Labourer 
Ajud Jan 23, 1901 Annul Nov 9 


GREEN, 
Or at G:imsby 
1916 

EASTWOOD, BENJAMIN, Leeds. Commission Agent Leeds 
Adjud Sept 29,1904 Annul Nov y9191!, 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ATKINSON, JOHN DAVID, Mexborough, Yorks, Grocer Shef- 
field Pet Novi13 Ord Nov 13 
BAOoN, FRANCIS JAMES, Southampton 

Novl4 Ord Nov l4 

CLOUGH, ELIZABETH, and CHRISTOPHER HOULKER CLOUGH, 
Accrington, Coal Vealers Blackburn Pet Nov 13 
Ord Nov 13 

ForD, THOMAS WILLIAM, Chichester, Saddler 
Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov l4 

GLENN, THOMAS, Sutton cum Lound, Notts, Accountant 
Lincoln Pet Nov8 Ord Novs . 

GLOVER, WILLIAM Epwarbp, Bedford, Draper 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 

BENJAMIN, Sheffield, Tailor 
Novl5 Ord Nov 16 

MARSDEN, JAMKS, Manchester, 
chester Pet July 6 


Southam pton 


Brighton 


Shefficld Pet 


Cotton Merchant Man- 
Ord Nov 13 


Ord | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


Bedford | 
| TAYLOR, ADA Ema, Brighton 


NORRIS, ANTHONY JOHN, Bedford-row, Solicitor, High 


Court Pet Nov. 13 Ord Nov. 13. 


SHAW, JOSEPH, Hollinwood, Lancs, Co:ton Doubler Jan9 Whitworth, Manchester 
STUDLEY, JOHN TATCHELL, Ballyhooly, Cork, Ireland, Insurance Broker 
& Co, Lennox House, Norfolk st 
THomas, EvaAN Morton, Newport, Mon 
VICKERS, NORL MUusCHAMP, Queen st, Mayfair 


Dec5 Brown 


Dec 22 Adey, Newport, Mon 
Dec 31 Burgess & Co, New s% 


WALKER, RoperT Grirrin. Wednesbury, Staffs, Galvanized Iron Manufacturer Dec 23 
Fowler & Co, Wolverhamp' on 

Woopcock, ANN, Leamington, 

WRIGHT, EUPHEMIA ANN, Liverpool 


arwick Decl2 Field & Scns, Leam n 


Dec 23 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 


O'CONNOR, RODERICK JOHN, Regent's Park rd High 
Court P.t Mayll Ord Nov 14 


Truro | PORTER, EMMANUEL CHARLES, Norfolk, Innkeeper King’s 


Lynn Pet Novi4 Ord Nov 14 

SMITH, BENEDICT, Bournemouth, Carpenter 
Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

THORNBER HARRY, Silsden, Yorks,Grocer Bradford Pet 
Novi3 Ord Nov 13 


Poole Pet 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BACON, FRANCIS JAMES, Southampton Nov 27 at 11 
Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Soutbampton 

DEAKIN, PERCY WILLIAM, Hednesford, Stafford, Carpenter 
Nov 27 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichficld st, Wolverhampton 

FoRD, THOMAS WILLIAM, Chichester, 8 ddler Nov 27 at 
2.30 Off Rec,12a, Marlborough pi, Brighton 

GEE, THOMAS, Sneinton, Notts, Baker Nov 27 at 12 
Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

GIBBY, THOMAS BoweEN, Ross, Hereford, Dairyman Nov 
25 at 12,30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

GLENN, THOMAS, Sutton cum Lound, Notts, Accountant 
Nov 28 at 12.30 Off Rec, 10, Bank st Lincoln 

LOMEN, ARTHUR CHARLES, Bournemouth, Commercial 
— Nov 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 

risto! 


Off 


on 


an | NorRIs, ANTHONY JOHN, Bedford row, Solicitor Nov 28 
et | 


| O'CONNOR, RoDERICK JOHN, Regent's Park rd Nov 28 at 


at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


SHORESMITH, WILLIAM HENRY, and Davip Joun Davis, 
Lianelly, Builders Nov 24 at 11.30 Off Ree, 4 Queen 
at, Carmarthen 


SMITH, BENEDICT, Bournemonth, Car 


Dorchester chmbres (first floor , 
meuth 


inter Nov 27 at 2.30 
elverton rd, Bourne 


Nov 27 at12 Off Reo, 124 
Mariborough pl, Brighton 

THORNBER, HARRY, Silsden, Yorks, Grocer 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Youne, JoHn, Walton, Salop Nov 24 at 11 
Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpzol 


Nov 27 at 11 


Of Rec, 





t 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, 


MOORGATE STRUT, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


LONDON, 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERSB. 
Upwards ef 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion ia Leases or Mortgages of Liceused Property, Setiled by Counsel, will be sent ea 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures riske in oonneotion with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


application. 


a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 











